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Church-Unity and Catholick-Comm 
From the Charge of Agreement with the 
CHURCH of ROME, 
IN ANSWER ©; 
To A late PAMPHLET, Inticuled, An 


*£ 


By WILLIAM SHER 
_ Maſter of the TEMPLE. 
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Pref ne thee with 
Book Shich the Im portunity of 
our Roman Adveriorie lis EX = 
, torted from me ; I had rather tave em- 


SEE Pm I. tA. ob */  EP——E—oO—e - - 


TT ” by 


" ple oycd my. 'Pen* upon ſome more uſe 


% 


fol A Argument; but in ſuch. A ſtate as 
JS this, we *chnnot alwa ays be, Our Sig g 
{| Chuſcrs,* The Deſign of the 
Anſwer” ſeems to be, To rev 


ET 'to raiſe New Jealg 


1; hot of our nefination to. 


i athohg” us 
if & [3] 2) whick 
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FF” which ov ris to be ae out ; Fr tie x | 
= i othing fach men _dread.more, than 
= that the Diſſenters ſhould at this time 
entertain an kind Thoughts of the - 
| England: The Plog I comp | t! 
trpugh! laid, wereinos all 
Fof both Parties awate of - 
it, and thatmakes it ridieulousenqu! | 
and indeed the Book itſelf is an 
kind- of mixture; he gives-very.coot 
words to the Diſſenters, and at.the 
ſame time uſes no other but ther own. * 
Arguments againſt the Church, of En- 
£1976, to eſtabliſh ſome. main Points.of, | 
| Popery, which whether it be a piece of 
Courtſhip to them, or a ſly Afﬀeont, 
ought. to be confi dard: As.for our, 
Agreement with the Church of Rome; 
if 1 have'not Toffciently baffled that 
Pretence; I will never write more,; bat; 
this 'of_ it {elf was too mean a Defig n 
to confutethat which no body, not . 4 
Ob: 


F Objetor himſelf believed ;and therefore 
Þ I will be bald co fay, that I haveabun- 
 dantly confuted the Popith Supremacy 


.. plained ſome Notions about the 


fo much upon my hands, that by the 


"quickly follow. 
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from choſe very Principles 6n which 
this Author would found our Agree- 
ment ; T intendeda Prefaceto have ex- 


Church, which might have been of uſe 
to ordinary Readers for the better un- 
derſtanding this Anſwer, but itſwell'd 


advice of fome Friends I have reſerved 
it for a diſtin& "Treatiſe, which ſhall 
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"\INCE this Author has thought fit to ſingleme 


- +5. out, as an example of this pretended Agreement 
+ | A between the Church of Bmg/azd and the Church 
Ji. of Rome, I ſhall undertake my own defence, 


FF 7 which will give me noother trouble,” but a ſhort 
"7 WI diverſion-from ſome better deſigns ; which I'ſuppoſe is 
2B all that was hoped for from this Pamphlet.” 

- ;For whoever this Author be (which I am not curious 
to:know ): I cannot think him ſo weak , as to hope at 
this:time of.,Day,: that he could perſwade our Diſſen-. 
ters, That the Clergy: of the Church |of England j are not: 

' the Chief, \if' uot - the only Oppoſers. of Popery,, and De+ 

\ fenders of theProteſtant Religzon-; or that,notwithſtand- A 
ing all their' appearing Zeal againſt Popery, they are _ 

i Rl Foputs in their: hearts, and. are: ready to: embrace a Wn 
BY Cafſandriawacchn þ OPENS ne) 6a 
| pleates; "ind :therefore'!I _ 6. very; well —_— 
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fuch ſuggeſtions as theſe ſhould 


man that knows me, think me a Papiſt if he can; 1 
am pretty confident, this Author believes me far enough 


from it, or elſe I might have expected better words 
from him ; but it is fit , "that *ſuch little arts as theſe 


thould be expoſed to $0 and contempt of Man- 
kind, and that our Diffefters ſhould: he 'made ſenſible 
what a mean Opinion ſfachy Writers have of them, who 
hope to impoſe upon them by ſuch mean arts. For to be- 
gin with that great Cry of late , that theC lergy of the 


Church of England are now the Chief, if not the only + 


poſers of Popery, and Defenders of the Proteſtant 
liggon ; 1s therg not. ood reaſpn for it > Have they 


not defended the Church of Emg/and againſt all the 


little arts and ſhifts of the Church of Rome > What 
is that then whith tie calls the 'unlucty miſtake, and 


whichvir whole Reqduis vo Hhakr ara 6 bo” wazggh 


ten by the Clergy of the Church of Euyjland? That 
he dares not ſay. What is the fate then 2 That | 


Z 


theſe men, who wonfate Popery, are not Proteſtants ; 
but Pdpifts 2 Methatks their coriftuting Popery” is no- 


great ſign of their being Papiſts; eſpecially when 


Papiſts. are not able to defend their. Religion againſt 
them. . | am fire, if 'their Acgutnents will keep men | 


from turning: Piþi/ts , they are notable oppoſers of Pd 
pery, anddrfcaders of the Prote/tant Religion, whatevet 


they are themſelves ; and what hurt it would do any man . 
to be confirmed: in: the Prozeftant Religion, though it 


wereby the Writings of concealed Papi/fFÞ-cannotgueſs, 


Shon Id the Pope himſelf write a Book againſt Popery, if 


the Arguments were good, I ſhould like the Book a 
the 


uld paſs without an A |Þ 
{wer ,. as far as I am concerned in them ; for let any 


eo #9 DD = OQ zx& 


Popery, and Proteſtants for it, with' an inteiition to be- 
tray the Cauſe which they undertake to defend ;- but 
if this were his rule of gueſſing, there would be much 


- tore juſt cauſe to ſuſpect, that our late Popiſh Writers 


were Proteſtants, than that our ProtefFant Writers 
were Papiſts. When they are able to Anſwer their Books 
againſt Popery, we will give them leave to call them 
Papiſts ſtill ; but could they have done that, they would 
have allowed them to have been Proteſtants (till. 

But what courſe does our Author take to ungeceive 
amvary Readers at this time, and to prove theſe Con- 
faters of Popery to be Papifts *' Why, by acquainting 
them with the avowed Principles of ya of oxr Clergy 
about thoſe Points wherein the wery life of Popety con- 
ffs, and on which the whole Syſtem of that Relighnn is 
founded : In doing which, he hath with ſome c/arneſs 
demonſtrated the agreement of Opinion between the Church 
of England men, and the Church of Rome, to be ſo exadt 
and full, that if the Government ſhould ſo deſign , # 
were but diftum faftuln, actording to their Dovtrine ; 
and a Caflandrian Peace might be patch ap preſently with 
Rorhe. This s a notable diſcovery indeed ! Do any 
of theſe men then embrace any Dofttines of the 
Church -of Rome 2 No; but it feems, they agree 
\vith the Church of Rowe in \fOme Fundamental 
Principles , whereom the whole Syſtem of Popery is 
foutided ; That ſhall be exanimed anon : But 4 it 


preſent ; Do they draw the ſame Conchafions from 
rhefe Principles, whith the Church of! Rowze does ? 
"No; bit they: ought to'de fo: fo this Author thinks ; 
Bur” fappoſe. they do not think fo ; Are thidy ;cver 
the nearer Popery , though 'their Principles be. the 

B 2 ſame, 
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' the worſe for the ſake of the Author, Tdeny not, but 
ſuch thirigs may be dohe ; Papifts may write againſt 
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fame; if. their Conclufions are as diſtant as Prote. 


Ntancy is from Popery? If they be fo well diſpoſed 
to a Caſſanudrian Peace, T pray , What hinders it 
Won't, they receive us upon thefe terms 2 What 2 Not 
after all their ſoftning repreſentations to invite men 
into the boſom of the Church 2 When they ate fo 
fond of all new Converts, ' will they reje& the Caf: 
ſandrian Divines of the Church of England > When he 
adds, -That his Majeſty will admit of no ſuch accomedati- 
0x5, any one would ſuſpect that theſe poor Caſſandrians 
had been ſuing for reconciliations, and had been re- 
jected ; © that 'the mollifying -charaRter,, of a Papiſt 
truly repreſented, and the Biſhop of Condo's Expo- 
ſition 'of the Catholick Faith, which is as ſoft, though 
not ſo honeſt, as Caſſanders conſultation , would not 


now be allowed of at Court , and all for: the ſake of 


that more glorioas defign of Liberty of Conſcience. But why 
might not Cafſandrians be'. reconciled to the Church, 
and Diſſenters have their Liberty too 2 This Prefacer 
does not tell his Story well ; he has Forehead enough, 
but wants ſomewhat within. 


Well, but it 'was neceſſary in this preſent junure to 


put ſome check to the inſulting Talk of the Clergy , who 
would be thought to-be the only Champions againſt Popery: 
That*the Clergy of the Church of Eng/ang, have 1n- 
duſtriouſly and ſucceſsfully oppoſed the Corruptions of 


the Church of Rome , will. be acknowledged: by . all 


bur "Papi/ts, and they'fecl it 'to:-their' coſt ; but thar 
they'-are the ly: Champions againſt Popery, | I aſſure 
you, is not png to them, for they would be very 
glad to ſee their difte 


from Popery, who have a Veneration for their Ay- 
thority, as we. are; and upon theſe terms we could 
Penh. heartily 
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nting Brethren put to their help-- 
1ng': Hand , and. be as .induſtrious to preſerve thoſe © 
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_. heartily forgive them all their former--unjuft 1mpu- 


tations of Popery tous z/ but 'that our Popiſhr Adverfaries 
find it neceſfary in this junQure'to give ſome: check to 
this Popery-oppoſing Clergy, Ido not wonder, and[T be- 
lieve no body will, tho merhinks the. beſt way of giving 
a check to their Brags, had been to confute their Books, 
and they had work enough before them, had they hked 
this way ; for I can tell them a great many Books which 
they have never anſwered yet, and: I beleive never will, 
[ am ſure never can to any purpoſe: But they come too 
late to perſwade 'people now that-we: are Papilts, eſpe- 
cially when they-.are.ſo open-hearted as to tell all the 
World what their deſign is; for if : we were Papiſts, no 
man will believe that they would: be.the firſt men: who 
would diſcover us ; it may be they may know ſome few 


* Caſſandrian Church-men, but thoſe they keep to them- 


ſelves yet, and leave others to gueſs at them. 

But what+:Check does he intend to give 7o this [nſult- 
ing-Talk of the Clergy 2 A very terrible one truly ; for 
from this Eſſay, it 2s pretty evident, That the Church of 
England muſt either freely declare,” that as to the particu- 
lars-inſtanced'in, ſhe is agreed with the Romanilt, and that 
the Controverfie lies only between the Church of Rome 
aud the Proteſtaut Diſſenter ;' or ſhe muFt honeftly renounce 
the Principles ſhe has cleau'd unto, when any of her Sons 
wrote again the Nonconformifts, and confeſs that ſhe has 
been perſecuting them for their firm adherence to ProtefFant 
Dorines. | This is to triumph before:the Vidtory, as our 
Author will-quickly find ; but; however, for my part, 
I amighlad it is no worſe ; forT do not-ſee how this will 
much humble us with relation to our . Diſputes againft 
Popery : Should I find any Principles that ever I have 
maintain'd: againſt: Diſſenters, giveapy advantage-toPo- 


pery, I would certainly conclade: them to be-talſe, and 


make 
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make no ſcrupleart all to. renounce them-;; for that which 
is falſe cannotfollow from'that which is true ; and how 
greata humiliation-ſoever this were, a man might dil- 
-pute heartily. againſt Popery ſtill; and let them but lay 
the charge of Perſecution upon this iſſue, which I grant 
is the true and fair ſtate . of the Caſe, ( for Perſecution 
is only for Righteouſneſs fake) and if our Diſſenters were 
in the right, Iwill readily grant that thoſe who made or 
executed thoſeLaws againf{D 
or- heart in it, were guilty of Perſecution. There may be 
unreaſonable ſeverities uſed upon other accounts , but 
every man who ſuffers for following his Conſcience, - is 
not therefore perſecuted ; but he who ſuffers for being in 
the right,for believing and doing what God commands, 
The. next diſcovery this. Etay makes is this, 7hat 
ever: fince the breach between the Church of England, and 
the Proteftant Difſenter has had its being, we have left as 
-uothing but the Name, the Shadow of a+ Proteftant Church 
of England, and thar ſs faras ſhe differs from the Diſſenter, 
ſhe agrees with the Roman Catholick. How glad would 
thefe Gentlemen be, to have- none thought Proteſtants 
but Diſſenters, who in this preſent juncture are a mote 
gentile and better naturdfort of Proteſtants, than this 
Shadow of the Church of Emland, which haunts them 
like a Ghoſt or Spectre: But when did the Church of 
England commence ſuch a mere Name and Shadow 2 Ever 
ſince the breach with the Proteſtant Diſfeater. But is 
not the'Church of Ezg/and the fame now that it was 
before that breach» And if it were a good ſubſtantial 
Proteſtant Church then, How: comes tt to be a Shadow 
now 7 Suppoſe: what he fays were'trne;: That as far as 
we differ from the Proteftart Difſenter, we atree with the 
RomanrCatbolick, The Church of Exp/ond tiay be ne- 
'yer tht worſe Proteſtant:Church for that, which is pla- 


ced 


iſſenters,who had any hand 
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and the Papift. The Choectof Reformers ne- 
ver made's 'mere- Oppoſition tothe: Church of Rowe, 
the Rule of their Reformation, but Reformed only thoſe 
abuſes. of the Church of : Rawe which needed | a Refor- 
mation ;; and when this Prefacer can-prove that we 
have not Reformed enough, we will Reform: again 3 
for we are not obſtinate agamit convitions, and never 
think it.too fate to Reform; however, it as: far: as we 
differ from the Diſſenter,'we are Remax Catholicks, yet 
certainly, as far as we agree with the Diſſenter, we are 
not; and that is enough to make us ſomewhat more than 
the Shadow of a Proteſtant Church. For we agree 
with them in our oppoſition to the Popes Supremacy, 
(as will preſently appear ) ro Infallibity, to Tranſub- 

antiation, to the Sacrifice of the Maſs, to the Adora- 


tion of the Hoſt, to the Worſhip of Saints and Angels, 


and the Virgin Mary, to the Worſhip of h_ to- 
Prayers in an unknown Tongue, to the denying People: 
the uſe of the Bible, to the Five new Popiſh Sacraments, 
to Indulgencies, Purgatory, Prayers for the Dead, the 
Merit of Works, and ſuch like Popiſh Innovations and 
Corruptions ; and to oppoſe theſe I take to be good fub- 
ſtantial Proteſtancy. And as for thoſe things wherein 
we difter from the Diſſenters,we areſo far from being Ro- 
man-Catholicks,that as for my own part,tho[ like neither, 
yet I think theDiſſenter tit better of the two:ſetting aſide- 
the Apoſtolical Inſtitution of Epiſcopacy, I ſhould prefer 
. form of Government, Presbytery, or Independancy, 


an 
_ rather than a Papal Monarchy ; it were better to have no- 


Ceremonies at all, than to ſee Religion transform'd into: 
little-elſe but outſide and Ceremony ; for ſome external 
Indecencies of Worſhip, which may be ſupplied by in- 


ward Devotions, are more eligible than groſs and pooues 
le 


te I Ba, 
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p 


bte' Supe#ſtitions:: Though I think fi 
Supper: favours-»of--too-much -irreverence, yet L had 
rather ſee men Receive ſitting, than ſee them Worſhip 


the Holt. da 

So that our Church of ZExgland Nobility and Gentry, 
as he adds, have no reaſon either to embrace the - name. 
of Roman Catholick, or to cloſe with the: Proteſtant: 
Diſſenter ; a'Church of Exg/and Proteſtant is ſomewhat 
more than a name ſtill, and I hope will be ſo, when: 
ſome other names will be forgot. 
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he had been wiſe 'he would have forgot ; The 

Papiſts.(he ſays) complain of Miſrepreſentatinn, 

and until this be yielded,they 1 not Diſpute.And 1 commend 

them for their Reſolution, which is the wiſeſt thing they 

can now do, tho it had "—— wiſer not to have com 
E 


E begins with an Account of that late Diſpute 
& about Repreſenting andMiſrepreſenting,which if 
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ed; for they complained as long as they could; and now |}. 
they have no more to ſay, They will Diſpute no longer; 


as he obſerves, That for ſome months there has been nothing | ta 
but Anſwering, Replying, Rejoyning, and Sur-rejoyning, and | I: 
we are ſtill where we began : That is, they are Papiſts ſtill, D 


and we Proteſtants, which-I ſwppoſe is all that he can Þ 61 
mean ; for if they have any modeſty, their complaining, | pr 
and our trouble of anſwering is at an end, which | ÞD 
think is not where we began. C: 
Well, ſo much then for Miſrepreſenting, and now a || if- 
new Scene opens, 1 the firft place a juſt State of the Cow | of 
troverſfie muſt be ſetled, wherein the Contending Parties of 
agree , and'how far they differ. What they pleaſe, we BY thi 
are contented to follow them in their own way.; thoit Y Ce 
is ſtrange this ſhould be to-fettle now. Our Author un- Y thi 
dertakes the firſt of theſe, but does not deſign to encumber Y ms: 
this Diſcourſe with a' Catalogue of Agreements in the great KY the 
Doftrines of Chriftian Religion, and matters of Opinion, Y ler 
Tho he was more afraid than -hurr here, for this would EY Ch 
. not much have encumbred his Diſcourſe ; for I know lit Y in 
tle we agree in, but the'Three, Creeds ; but his Reaſon EY the 
why he will notencumber his Diſcourſe with our Agree anc 
ment inDoErines andQpiniens,is very ſurprizing,v:z.be 
cauſe there is no need of A yrumen in ſuch matters; Fr 
both the Council of Trent, aud our Engliſh Convocationhawe 
taken eſpecial care by a latitude of expreſſion to obtain the 
aſſent of men,who vatly differ in their opinions : Which is 
a falſe account of the Engliſh-Convocation, but a v 
true, tho ſt .account of that Infallible Councit of 
Trent, of. which more preſently. But is- not this a ab 
ver way of flinging off. all diſputesabout Doctrines and 
Opinions > His buſineſs is to prove the Agreement of 
my Principles: about, Church-Communion , with. the 
Church of Rowe. For after all his talk of the _ 


» Worſhip ; for tho I hope FI many who do ſo will 
2 
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of England, he has not one word about her, unleſs he 
rakes me for the Church of Eeg/axd, which I aflure him 


[never took my ſelf to be; but it ſeems one poor fingle 
Divine may paſs for the Church of Exg/and, ſince tt is 
dwindled into a xame and ſhadow, tho it would be Miſre- 
preſentation in a Proteſtant to impute the Opinions and 
Dodtrines of Popes, Cardinals, Doctors , School-men, 
Canoniſts, Cafuifts, nay of General Councils themſelves, 
if they happen to forget their Avathema's, to the Church 
of Rome : Tay, his deſign being to ſhow the Agreement 
of my Principles with the Church of Rowe, he knew 
this was impoſſible to be done, unleſs he laid aſide the 
Conſideration of all Doctrines and Opinions. But are 
theſe of no account then in the Church of Rome ? Is it no 
matter what our Opinions are, ſo we do but maintain 


the Popes Supremacy? T think the Supremacy an into- 


lerable nfurpation on the Rights and Liberties of the 


_ Chriſtian Church ; but I think the Popiſh Innovations 


in Faith and Worſhip more intolerable Corruptions of 
the Chriſtian Religion, and more fatal to mens ſouls ; 
and therefore tho men groan'd under the oppreſflions of 
the See of Rome, they were .ather Corruptions which 


-gave birth to the Reformation, witneſs ZathersReforma- 


tion ; and tho ſhould ſuppoſe it poflible to be perſwa- 
ded for peace ſake to ſubmit to the Uſurpations of the 


Biſhop of Rome, if all other Abuſes and Corruptions 
were taken away , yet while the Corruptions of Faith 
- and Worſhip remain, while I believe them to be fuch dan- 


O-_ Corruptions, it makes Reconciliation impoſſible ; 
tho I may be contented to be oppreſſed in my Chri- 


. tian Liberties, I can never be contented to be damned ; 


which is the difference between ſubmitting to an uſurp- 
ed Authority, and complying with a corrupt Faith and 


find 
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find Mercy, yet thoſe can expe none who are - 
convinced - of ; theſe Corruptions, and yet comply , 
which would be my cafe. Sothathe begins at the wrong 
end to prove my Agreement with the Church of Rome; 
for tho my Pinciples didprove, and tho I were my ſelf 
| perſwaded that the Biſhop of Rowe had a regular and 
Canonical Authority over all other Churches, while he 
is a truly Catholick and Orthodox Biſhop , .yet-I ſhould 
think ſuch Corruptions in Faith and Worſhip ſufficient 
to abſolve all Chriſtians from their ſubjetion to him; 
and therefore whatever: my Principles of Church-Com- 
munion are, theres little hope of my Agreement with 
the Church of Rome, while theſe Doctrinal Corruptions 
laſt; and it isa vain thing to prove an Agreement in 
- Principles of Government, unleſs they- can prove-an 
Agreement in Faith and Worſhip too. There was no 
diſpute, that I know of, between*the Catholicks and 
the Arians about Principles of Government;but he would 
have been laughed at, who ſhould: hence have inferred 
an-Agreement between them. | 
However ſetting aſide. this, let us conſider how he 
proves that Doftrines and Opinions are ſo little, or not 
at all, concerned'in the Agreement of the two Churches, 
wiz. becauſe: both the: Council of Trent, and the Engliſh 
Convocation, have taken eſpecial care by a Latitude F Ex». 
preſſion to obtain. the aſſent of men, who vaſtly differ in 
their Opinions. Has the Church of Rome then, and: the- 
Church of Bng/and, no. poſitive Opinions to which. they 
expect the Aſſent of their Members, eſpecially of their 
Clergy > He inſtances in the DoQtrine of Predetermi- 
nation, or which among us are. better known by the 
name” of Arminian. Controverſies; now ſuppoſe they 
thought fit to givea latitude of Senſe in their defining 
theſe Controverſies, have they poſitively defined nothing? 
| Has ' 
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Doctrine of: Tranſubſtantiation-,, of worſhip of Saints, 
and: images, of the Adoration-of- the Hoſt, -of Seven 
Sacraments, of Purgatory 2? &c, And has not the Church 
of Englandas poſitively determined againſt them > And 


where is the agreement then between the Two Churches 2 ® 


The truth is, there cannot be a worſe thing ſaid of any 
Church, than what this Author charges: both upon the 
Church of Exg/and, and the Church of Rome, that they 
purpoſely penn'd their Decrees inſuch looſe terms, that 
men-of different Opinions might-expound them to their 
own ſenſe - Which is to- make. a ſhow of deciding a 
Controveeſy , with an-intention all the whule to leave 


it undecided; which is ſuch a juggle as unbecomes the - 


Sineerity of a Chriſtian Church. There may be a great 


. many nice Philoſophical diſputes, which a wiſe Church: 


may think, neceſffary to leave undecided ; but there ne- 
ver can be any good reaſon, inſtead. of determining 


Controverſies, to lay the foundation of endleſs diſputes - 

between the Members of- the ſame Communion, by - 

doubtful and ambiguous expreſſions. : | 

+ And therefore I abſolutely deny, that-the-Church of - 
S__ has done-this, or ever intended todo it. She has - 
in 


ecd uſed that temper and moderation in thoſe Articles, 
which: relate to the Five points ,. as only to determine 


what is ſubſtantial in them, and neceſſary to be believed : 
by - all- Chriſtians, without deciding, thoſe: Niceties, _ 
whereon-the Controverſie between the Calvini/t and the - 


Arminian turns, and therefore both of them may ſub- 


ſcribe theſe Articles, becauſe the Controverſies between - 
them are determined on-neither ſide'; and the appeaſing - . 


ſuch heats, as may be occaſioned by thoſe Diſputes, 1s 


left to.the prudence of Governours, which was thought - 
a: better way than a poſitive deciſion of them ; This | 
| EnINK. . 
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Has not the Church of Romein expreſs terms:-decreed the 
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[think could make appear; were it 2 proper place for 
it; and therefore have always thought, that the Church 


| of Emland was wronged on both ſides, while both 


the Calvinift ' and Arminian have forced her to ſpeak 
their own ſenſe , when ſhe intended to ſpeak neither, 
And no man can blame this conduct, who remembers, 
that this is only a reviving that old Philoſophical diſpute 
about Neceſlity and Fate , which always has been a di- 
ne, and is likely to continue ſo; and though theſe dif- 

nt Opinions have very different effects on our minds, 
and form very different apprehenſions in us of Almighty 
God, which may be a juſt reaſon to prefer one before 
the other ; yet they are both conſiſtent with the belief 


Vindication of of all the fundamental Dodrines of Chriſtianity, as I 


me Defence of +,ave ſhewed at large in that Book to which this Author 


fleet p.281,85c« {o often refers. 


But now the Church of Rome has truly uſed this art, 


which this Author charges her with, ſuch a latitude. of - 


expreſſion and ambiguous terms, as might fatisfie their 

iffering Divines, that the cauſe was determined-on 
their ſide , when there was no other way to end their 
difputes, and allay their heats ; and that in many con. 
cerning points'too, . as any one may” ſee, who reads Fa- 
ther Paul's Hiftory of the Council of Trent ; and if this 
be intolerable in a fallible Church , it is- much more. in- 
tolerable in a Council, which pretends to Infallibility. 
Certainly they diftruſted their own Authority ; either 
did not believe themſelves to be infallible, or knew, that 
their Divines did not think them ſo ; for otherwiſe the 
'Authority of the Council might have over-ruled their 
Diſputes, and there had been no need of cheating them 
into an afent : But what expecation is there, that the 


decrees of thoſe men ſhould be Infallible, who fo often 


intended rodecree nothing? This is a Myftery, which 
{ ſup- 
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7 "TF 7 ſuppoſe our Author would not ſo freely have confeſſed 
_at another time ; but it was neceffary to allow this 
ch htitude of ſenſe mm the Decrees of the Trent Council 


th now, to bring off Mr. De Meazx, and the Repreſenter, f 
kc who do indeed expound the Decrees of the Council to a - Xp: 
7 ol great latitude of ſenſe : But it is not a little matter will BREF y 11. 
's, heſp them out ; the latitude of one ſide of the Line will 

te not do, but it muſt reach from Pole to Pole. There is 

li | another ingenious confeſſion of this Author, which is 

it worth the noting; That among the Romaniſts, about 

ne the great Dottrine of Predetermination, there are the Du- 

Y randiſts, Dominicans, Janſeniſts, Moliniſts, azd Sco- 


re tiſts, that very much differ in Opinion, and yet are till of 
ef the ſame Church : and yet theſe are the men, that quar- : 

I rel at the reformation, becauſe there are differing Opi- 251474 
or nions among them, when there are the fame Diſputes * 

, among themſelves, managed with as y=_u heat andgon- 

t, tention. Theſe are the men, who tell us, that we muſt 
of have an infallible Judg to end our diſputes , when an 
= KF infallible Pope, and infallible Councils, dare not under- 
n FF take toend theirs : butas for what he adds; that there 


W are in the Church of England , Calviniſts, Arminians, 
t KK Socinians, ard Antinomians, who ſubſcribe the ſame Ar- 
q- ticles of Religion, as terms of Unity and Peace: As for 
= Calviniſts and; Arminiaxs , I will grant, they may both 
the fubſcribe our Articles ; whether any Socinians do, F know 
Y- not, no more than. they know when a ſecret Few , or 
of one who" does not believe Tranfubſtantiation, is.receiv'd 
oi into holy Orders by them ; but I amfare an thick S0= 
_ cinian” cannot ſubſcribe our Articles , unleſs he can fub- 
«d ſcribe 'the Nicene and Athanafian Creeds ; but this was . 2 
" only —_ to' propagate that groundlefs calumny , 
a That the-Divines of the Church of Ewgland are infe@ted 
b with Socinianifn. Fiona” 
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ingaging in that Diſpute, about our agreement in 'do» 
drinal Points, which he knew he could make nothing 


of ; he fays, He will confine him{elf to the agreement there h- 
is hetween both Churches about Government and Worſhip ; 


and threatens to ſhow , how we have diſputed againſt 
Diſſenters upon Roman-Catholick Principles , -both' in 


proving their Obligation -to Communion with us, and - 


in vindicating the terms of our Cominunion from being 
ſinful. -This-is what heundertakes to prove, and weare 
bound to hear him. 

LY 


Anſwer to SECT. 1. 
*Concerning - the Church of Englands Cloſure with a Roman 
: Cggholick Principle about the Government of the Church, 


'rm proving the Diſſenter to lie under an Obligation of ' 


holding Communion with her, 


A ND now we arecorne to the main ſeat of the 

Controverſy about Catholick-communion, which 
ourAuthor has very dexterouſly improved into Catholick 
Power.and Empire. I need give him no hard words; 
to expoſe his manifeſt and wilful prevarications in this 


matter, will be thought hard enough, if he be capable of 


bluſhing. Now -to make this as viſible as the light ; I 
ſhall, x, Shew, wherein he pretends the Agreement be- 
tween tf Two Ghurches conſiſts ; that is, berween my 

principles-of Corfimunion, andthe Church of Reme:; for 
I am-the only perſon here concerned; and if I:cannot 
vindicate my ſelf, 1 will own.my own ſhame, withont 
caſting;: the blame-on- my dear Mother the :Church of 


Cate 
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England; and I ſuppoſe, it will be ſufficient 'to vindi- 
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firſt ſhow him, that I have in expreſs 
words reje&ed all thoſe Propoſitions wherein he pre- 
tends this Agreement conſiſts. Secondly , Particularly 
vindicate thoſe paſſages he tranſcribes out of my books, 
and ſhew his ſincerity in quoting, and his skill in apply- 
ing, and then his French Popery may ſhift for it elf, 
excepting a word or two of that learned Arch-biſhop 
Petrus de Marca. 

As for the firſt, He himſelf has colle&ted the Parti- 
culars'wherein we agree, which I ſhall diſtin&tly exa- 
_ ; the Reader may find them p. 15, 16. which are 
theſe , | 

rt. They both make the Catholick Church, one viſible 
governed Society, Houſhold or Kingdom. This is the 
woTor pwSos, the firſt and fundamental miſtake, and a 
wilful one too; for I affirm the contrary in expreſs 
words, in the defence of Dr. S:i/ing fleet's unreaſonable- 
neſs of Separation, p. 565, 566, upon occaſion of that 
Diſpute about the conſtitutive Regent Head of a National 
Church ; 1 expreſly aſſert, That the Unity, both of the 
National and Univerſal Church, conſiſts in one Communion; 


- That Conſent is all that is neceſſary to unite a Body or S0ct- 


ty in one Communion; That their Unity conſiſts only 
in conſent , not in any ſuperior Governing- Eccleftaſtical 
Power on Earth, which binds them together : So that [ 
abſolutely deny, That the Catholick Church is one go- 
verned Society , With one ſupreme Government over 
the whole. P. 567. I afſert, That Chriſt hath inſtituted 


. 19-ſuch conſtitutive Regent Power of one Biſhop over ano- 


ther in his Church ; and therefore, the Union of particu 
lar Churches into one,muſt be-made by conſent, not by Supe- 
riority of Power. P. 564. Taſtirm, That tho a National 
Church (and the Reaſon is ſtronger for the Univerſal 
Church) Ze one Body, yet it is not ſuch a political Body 
as they deſcribe, and cannot be according to its original 

5 Con- 
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Conſtitution , which differs fro 
ment (which have a ſupreme governing Power) &y that 
Ancient Church-Canou of our Saviours own decreeing, It 


by 


ſhall not be ſo — you. And thus, a National Church... 


as governed by conſent , may be one Body in an, Eccleſi. 
aftical, tho not in a Civil Political Senſe ; that is, by one 
Communion, not by one Supreme goyerning Power: 


The Dean in Anſwer to Mr. Baxter, who aflerts a con. * 


ſtitutive Regent Head of the National Church , neceſ. 


fary to make it a Church, and yet allows, 7hat there 
zs one Catholick Vifible Church , and that all particular 
Churches, as headed by their particular Biſhops or Paſtors, 


are parts of the Univerſal Church ; argues thus, 1f this 
Dottrine be true, and withal it be neceſſary , that every 
Church muſt have a conſtitutive Regent Part as eſſential ty 
zt ; then it unavoidably follows , That there muſt be a Cq- 
tholick Viſible Head to the Catholick Viſible Church ; and 
ſo Mr. B's Conſtitutive Regent Part of the Church , hath 
done the Pope a wonder ful Kindneſs, and made a very 
plaufible Plea for his Univerſal Paſtorſhip. Where the 
Dean proves, That a Conſtitutive Regent Head is not 


eſſential to the Notion of a National Church, for then 


it muſt be eſſential to the Catholick Church too ; and 
then there muſt be a ſupreme Paſtor, or ſome ſupreme 
governing Power over the whole Church, which I fup- 
poſe, is to deny that the Catholick Church is one viſt- 
ble governed Society. This Argument I defended at 
large, and added (p- 576-) That to deny a Church can be 
one without a conſtitutive Regent Head, infers one of theſe 
two things. 1. Either that many particular Churches can- 


uot aſſoctate into one, for the joynt Exerciſe of Diſcipline 


aud Government, which overthrows the very Notion of Ca- 


tholick Unity and Communion. Or 2. That there is and. 


muſt be a power in the Church, ſuperior to the Epiſcopal 
Power, which naturally ſets up a Pope above Biſhops. Thus 


On much 


m Secular forms of Governs 


_ 


ſome Proteſtant Principles, Sec. 
much for my agreement with them, that zhe Catholick | 


Church is one vifible governed Society, that is, which has 
a ſupreme Power over the whole ; and if our Author 
by this time does not begin to Colour, I will cen Bluſh 
for him.But by this the Reader will perceive,what a hope- 
ful Cauſe this Author has undertaken,to prove myAgree- 
ment with the Church of Rome about the Supremacy,ei- 
ther of thePope or General Council,when I abſolutely de- 


ny,that there is,or ought to be any ſuchSuperior Authority - 


and Juriſdiction over the whole Church. But to proceed. 

2+ He ſays,They both pitch upon the Epiſcopal Government 
as diſtributed into the ſeveral Subordinations of combined 
Churches , as what is by Divine Inſtitution made the Go- 
vernment of the Church : A combination of Dioceſan 


Churches to make up one Provincial, whoſe Biſhops are in 


Subordination to their Metropolitan ; a combination of 


Provincial Churches to make up a National, and the - 


Metropolitans in Subordination to the Primate ; a combi- 


mation of National Churches to make up a Patriarchal, 
. and the Primates in Subordination to the Patriarch; and 
a confederacy of Patriarchal to make up one Oecumenical, 


and every Patriarch in Subordination to the Oecumenical 
Biſhop, or chief Patriarch. This is an Agreement with 
a Witneſs; and if he can prove this, as he ſays he has 
done, of which more preſently, we will never diſpute 
more with them about Church-Government ; let us then 
conſider the ſeveral ſteps and Gradations of Church*Au- 
thority, which at laſt centers in an Univerſal Biſhop. 

1. The Subordination of Parochial Presbyters, who 


are combined and united under the Government of a 


Dioceſan Biſhop. Thus far we agree with him, andac- 
knowledg a direct Superiority of Biſhops over their reſpe- 
ive Presbyters;but we go not one ſtep farther with him. 
2. A combination of Dioceſan Churches to make up one 
Provincial , whoſe Biſhops are in Subordination to their 
| D 2 | Mes 
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Aflociations; and this one word Sxbordination, ua hich 
he has here thruſt in, diſcovers the whole Trick, and 
ſpoils our Agreementquite. Iaſfere, theſe Combinations 
are for Communion, not for Government, and therefore 
there is no Szb:rdizatiea required to fuch an Union; 
he will have theſe Combinations to be, not meecriy for 
Communion, but for Government, and that indeed re- 
quires a Subordination; but theſe two Notions do as vaſtly 
differ, as a friendly Aſſociation for mutual Advice and 
Counſel, and a Subjetion to a Superior Authori- 
ty. And that I have not altered my Opinion , but 
that this was always my judgment in the caſe, I ſhall 
now ſhow, and I need to that purpoſe only tranſcribe a 
Page or Two out of the Defence, p. 577, Sc. lt is 
*evident from the Teſtimony of the earlieſt Ages of the 
* Church, that firſt the Apoſtles, and then the Biſhops 
< as their Succeſlors, were the Supreme Governours of 


Tert.de Bapr. © them : And therefore 7ertullian calls the Biſhop, Sum- 
Garrlw. Sn. mus Sacerdos, or the chief and higheſt Prieſt; and Op- 
premacy, p, *fatus Apices © Principes, the Tops and Princes of all; 
189, &e. © which was the general Language of thoſe days; as any 
m_ < one who pleaſes, may learn from Dr. Barrow's learned 
* Treatiſe of the Popes Supremacy. ; 

* And as Biſhops were the higheſt Governours of the 

A «& Church, ſo every Biſhop was greateſt in his own Dio- 
pL *cels ; no other Biſhop, nor Synod of Biſhops, could im- 
4 < poſe any thing, on him, without his own Conlent ; 
bet" * they met for Advice and Counſel, not for Rule and 
* Empire; which, Mr.B. tells us ſo often, was Arch-biſhop 

* z/ſher's Judgment, and which plainly was the Judg- 

* ment and Prattice of Antiquity, as appears from what 


© I have already diſcourſed about Catholick Communi 
"-- ON © 


Metropolitan. Such a Combination I allow of, but the 
Saubordinaticn 1 deny to be the original Form of Church 


* the Church, who had no higher Order or Power over 
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' < Sr. Cyprian to this purpoſe, eſpecially 


© on: It were eaſe to tranſcribe ſeveral Paſſiges out of 
* to th: Council of Carthbaze, where he tells them, That 
& they were met freely to declare their Opinions ab:at this 
« wrfter { ** the Rebaptization of thoie who had been 
< Baptized by Hereticks ) judging =» mins, mw 
Communion ts him if he diſſent : Fer atither dvth any of 
us conftiture bimſelf Biſhop of Biſhops, or by tyraunical 
terror compel his Colleaxmes to a neceſſity of obeying ; fince 
everyBiſhop being free and in his own power, has his own free 


. choice,and can neither be judged by another nor judz another; 


but let us all expett the judgment of cur Lord Feſus Chriſt 
who alone has power both to advance us to theGovernment of 
his Church,and judz of ourGovernment ;and in p.579.1 add, 

« Nor does this overthrow that very Ancient Conſti- 
< tution of Patriarchal or Metropolitan Churches 3 for 
* a Patriarch or Metropolitan was not a Superior Order 
<* to Biſhops,nor included any Authority over them, as 1s 
* evident from what St. Cyprian diſcourſed,who was him- 
* ſelfa Primate, but only ſome precedency in the ſame 
* Order, and ſuch advantages of Power in the Go- 
* vernment of the Church, as was given them by the 
*common conſent of Biſhops for a greater publick 
* good ; as the power of calling Provincial Synods, 
* and preſiding-/in them,and a principal Intereſt in theOr- 
{© dination of Biſhops in his Province, and the like,which 
« weredetermined and limited by Eccleſiaſtical Canons. 

*Tr is true this Patriarchai Power did in time degene- 
© rate into Domination and Empire, when it fall into the 
© hands of ambitious men; but was originally ( and is 
* ſo ſtill, when wiſe and good men have the manage- 
* ment of it) a very prudent conſtitution to preſerve 
<* Peace and Order, and good Diſcipline in the Church. 

« But that Arch-biſhops and Metropolitans had no 
* proper Superiority and Juriſdiction over A 7 evi- 
© dent 


.Marcel.Ep.54, 
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© dent ſrom what St. Z/erom objes againſt the Dilci: 
« oline of the Monteni/ts, Amongſts us ( 7. e, the Catho- 
licks) 7he Biſhops enjoy the place of the Apoſtles ; among 
. them the Biſhop is but the third; for they have the Pas 
triarch of Pepuſa in Phrygia for the firſt, thoſe whom they 
call Cenones for the ſecond ; thas Biſhops are thruſt down 
into the third, that is, almoſt the laſt place. © And yet in 
* St.-FHieroms time the Catholick Church had Arch- 
<« biſhops and Metropolitans, but yet it ſeems not ſuch 
* as degraded Biſhops, or advanced any above them. . 
Whether this be true Reaſoning or no, ſhall be examined 
when there is occaſion for it ; all that I am concerned: 
in at preſent, is only to ſhow, that I never aſſerted ſuch 
an Original Combination of Metropolitical Churches, 
as placed Biſhops in ſubordination to the Metropolitan, 
-or gave him a dire Authority or Juriſdiftion over 
them ; and herc our Agreement muſt for ever break off ; 
for if it will not reach to the Juriſdiction of Metropolitans 
and Primates, much leſs will it extend to Patriarchs, and 
leaſt of all to anOecumenical Paſtor, whom I have in ex- 
preſs terms reje&ted,and for what reaſon will appear anon. 
3. The next inſtance of Agreement is, That we both 
agree in giving to a General Council dire Authority over 
their Collegues in matters that concern the Purity of Faith 
and Manners, and the Unity of the Church. But here are 
two conſiderable Miſtakes in this Matter: x. That I 
givethis Authority to a General Council. 2. That I give 
.aGeneral Conncil, or any other Combination of Biſhops 
a dire Agthority over their Collegues. 
x. ThatI give this Authority to General Councils. My 
Diſſenting Adverſaries began this Charge, that I ſet -up 
a De Comrd, as a Superior Governing Power'over 


the whole Church, arid- conſequently over all Biſhops, 
and therefore was no'better than a Caſſandrian' or a 
French Papiſt ; and our Authorrevives this charge with- 

T” out 
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. ÞF opt- taking any notice, that it was ever Obje&ted and 


Anſwered before : indeed he has Objeted nothing inthis 
whole matter, but what was before Objefted by Diſſen- 
ters with as much Art and appearance of Truth, as he 
has now given it : And Icould more eaſily forgive it in 
them, becauſe it might be an innocent miſtake in them, 
till theſe notions were thoroughly ſifted, and ſet in a 
better light; but for our Author to read that very 
Book, The Vindication of the Defence of Dr. Stillingfleet , 
wherein all theſe Obje&tions were made and Anſwered, 
and to renew the Charge, and repeat the Objections 
again, without taking notice of any Anſwer that was: 
given to them, is ſuch a piece of Ingenuity, as an honeſt 
Diſknter would be aſhamed of. In my Defence of the 
Dean, there was not one word which looked towards a 
General Council, excepting the Collegium Epiſcopale, or 
the Epiſcopal Colledg, which ſome miſtook for a Gene- 
ral Council; but this miſtake I reQified in the Yindzca- 
tion, P. 146. T obſerved, that Optatus called the whole bo- 
dy of Biſhops Collegium Epiſcopale, and upon the ſame 
account $t. Cyprian and St. Auſtin call all Catholick Bi- 
ſhops Collegaes ; and they may as well fay, 7hat when the 
Fathers ſpeak of the Unity of the Epiſcopacy, they mean - 
their Union in a General Council, as that they mean a Ge- 
neral Council by the Colledg of Biſhops. Tn St. Cyprians 
time there never had been a General Council, excepting the 
Council of the Apoſtles at Jeruſalem ; and yet when he wrote - 
to forreign Biſhops, with whom he never was joined in Coun- 
cil, nor ever like to be, he calls them his Collegues , or thoſe 
of the ſame Colledg with him ; —_——— no more than 
that they were of the ſame Power and Authority with him, 
and united in one Communion. And what my thoughts 
are of a General Council, whoever pleaſes, may ſee. 
ſome Pages after : p. x62, 163, &c. | 
2. Nor do I give a direft Authority to any Biſhops 
_ : Or. 
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man muſt do, who acknow!dges, that all Biſhops have” 


 expreſly deny in Forty places, as to be fure every  } 
| tou 


originally an equal power, and the Supreme Authority 
Viadicatp.1g. 18 their reſpeAtive Diocelles. That mo Biſhops either 


«x ©1 


S 


fingle or united have any dire Authority - or Superiority Ma 
over each other. That the combinations of Churches, and ol 
the Synods and Councils of Biſhwps, are not for dire ads ad 
217. of Government, and Superiority over each other ; with {e-- and 
veral other like expreſſions before quoted. | | dee 
But do I not fay , That General Councils can have no = 
dire Authority over any Biſhops, who refuſe to conſent unleſs }} ;*** 
it be in ſuch matters as concern the purity of Faith,and man-!. ot 
= ers, and Catholick Unity 2 and does not this infer, that _ I «. 
. they have a dire& Authority over them in ſuch matters? #56 


This poſſibly might lie a little out of our Author's kay 
reach, I not having occaſion then given 'me to difcourſe I} © 
it more at large ; but if he had not underſtood -this, it: FF g5: 
had been more modeſt and ingenuous to have thought it | «g" 
an unwary faying , or to have made a Query upon it, lf i; 
and deſired me to have reconciled this ſeeming contra- I «, 
diction, rather than to charge me with ſuch Principles,. 
as I ſo often expreſly and poſitively reject. But ingenui- WW «14, 

| ty and *modeſty are Virtues not to be expected from. I ay, 

uch Adverſaries, and therefore I ſhall briefly ſtate this I « ,. 

matter alſo, by x. Showing what I meant, by matters W« 

which concern the purity of Faith and Manners, and Ca: \ *G 

tholick Unity. -2. What Authority I give to biſhops, or | «ge 

a Council of Biſhops over -their Collegues in ſuch ty" 

caſes, and how this is to be reconciled with my affirm- I ;54, 

ing, that the combinations of Churches, and the Synods .Þ now 

and Councils of Biſhops, are not for direct a&s of Gos;, 
vernment and Superiority overeach other, but only;for . 

+. mutual advice and counſel. + —+ "7. <0 
REN x. As for the firſt} when I fay , That ny Bi- Þ ives.a 
- ; ops Mie! 


100s Bf Now-if Faith and M ne 
 fdered as the Subject of Conciliary Decrees, what greater 
* Y Authority could the Council of 7rex: it {elf defire than this, 
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Y 5d Carhotick Unity,wwhich ſhall oblige all the Biſhops 
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| = waters which concern the pariey'of Faith and Manners, aud 
Catholick Unity, it is plain tt ar 
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t my meaning was:not,..a 


| tould not be, That ſuch a Conncil of Biſhops had Authority 


» 


<2 © 


o make what. Decrees they pleaſed in matters of Faith or 
Manners, or Catholick Unity, and impoſe them upon their 
Collegnes by a direct and ſuperior Authority, without their 
dbwn conſent ; for this is the very thing [ diſputed againſt ; 
1nd yet this is'the ſenſe he would put upon my words,and in- 
deedfno other ſenſe of them can do the Church of Rome any 
ſrvice ; but let any indifferent Reader conſider the whole 
Paragraph, and freely Judy hecher this Author be. nat a 
very Candid Interpreter. | 
Councils, -That it is.not likely there ſhould ever be a Con- 
fl * vention ofBifhaps'fromall parts of theOhriſtianWorld;nor 
*if it- were poſlible, that there ſhould be ſome few Biſhops 
«diſpatched omall Chriſtian Churches,all the world over, 
& <can'I fe any reaſon why this ſhould be called a General 
£ Council; when it may be thereare Ten tunes as many Bi- 
*Hops who did not come to the Council, as thoſe whio did ; 
2nd why ſhould the leſs number of Biſhops aſſembled in 
* Coy! cl, judg for all the reſt, who fo far exceed them\in 
Y En dit may be are not inferior to them in Piety 
"nd Wikom ;efpecially confidering,that every Biſhop has 
*the Supreme Government of his own Church, and his li- 
© berty and'/power to chooſe for himſelf, as St, Cypriar tells 
"us; and muſt not becompelled to obedience by any of his 
_ *Collegues:; which overthrows the proper Juriſdiction of 
*General Councils, which can have.mo. dire Authority.over 
uſe t0.conſent, unleſs it be tn ſuch matters, 
as concern the P, p +; Etro aud Manxers,aud CatholickUnity. 
anners,and Catholick Unity, were con- 


F fo-have Authority to make Decrees about Faith and Man- 


was diſcourſing about General Vindic. p.162. 


my conſidered a; i 9s but. over Hereticks and 


TT #5 EF f p96. TAN : LR 


in io he world# A thing elſe fore Cound } 
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rele NN bib Which con TIE and Manners,only.r 
efaithadnd Minners of theBiſhopas[ elſewhere expreſly 
- reach, Thar aBiſhvp cannot be impoſed on againſt his own couſent, 
by anyBiſhyp or Council of Biſhops yuor can juſtly be epulen'n ups 
fach AR while he neither corrupt s the Faith nor ſchiſm: 
divides. the Church So that this Authority refers not to: 
ecrees of Councils about Faith or Manners, but 1s only an 
Authority of cenſuring Heretical and Schiſmatical. Biſhops, 
2.Biit that we may better underſtand the gchar Es 
miarter, tet'us conſider what kind F.5 Aughoriey, th is 
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ugdil } chat in part of the Church which:is: mithip.thrix reach, and inc 
fore | fpettimaffer by rhe; herefie br. evil prafficesotthes «00a 
la | hich as'| obletvadimnithe Defence, P.21:5-25/the reglon St.,Cy: 
prian gives why there are ſo manyBiſhopsin theChreſtranC hurch 
whons- be- calls a'copious hidy of Biſbaps,coupled. by the cement of 
rceh | Bifbop\)ybrk/4 endeauiur to binach any new Herefrear tear and 
fpred the Flock of Chrift, tht ref way come. jn ta their beth, aud 
hike goodl and merciful Paſtars, gather aggin- the Sheep of Chriſt 
into the fold. ' So that this'1s not praperly-an Aptharity over 
Biſhops, who have originally. no” ſuperior Jurifdictian ayer 
exch/bther;but an obligation on all Blbops.a9 far-as they can, 
<6 feerhat nopart-of.;the-Qhriſtian Church þe, corrupted 
with Herefie, or divided by Sthiſms; the diſcharge of which 
may'impower them to' remove: Heretical Biſhops, withoug » 
yay dire: Authority togovern- Biſhops. So thet. this power 
of depoſing Heretjcal 'and Wigeked Bijhops;coes not cootrae 
vie; what I beforcaſſerted, That by. original right, all Bi 
fpsarcequal; andevery Biſbop ſapreme-1n bis, own, Di 
ceſs; who'cannor-be conpelied ly: ather Biſhops .to,goyern 
his Church'by ſuch Rules and Laws as - he hiqfelf. does not 
$at'co';:aad therefore that.fuch:Combinations.and Coun» 
AY 66\of Biſhops are:nor originally for direct. acts of Goxern- 
"W ment and-ſaperibrity over each other, but aply for mptual 
Counſel and Advice: For theſe are two very. different things, 
To-have Authority to:compel a. Biſhop.to goverahixChurch 
by fach Laws as he himſelt in. his awn.conſcience does not 
approvey: andro:have.Authority: to fling a notarious. Herer 
ticat-or Schifmatical Biſhop out. of. their: Commugign,.ar 
t> command and exhort byPrebytersandPeople nat taown 
him; StiCypreanTam ſure thoaght theſe two caſes; very. dutle- 

BH reat 1 _ — nr go. ASAN WfUrBayOn. an the 
#447] Epiſeapal Aothority;that-it was-to make thanlyes Bifeps = 
ILY #85/bops, which he thoughs a greatitnpiety 5: 4he other he - 
AKNYGY prodtifed himelf in the caſe 0b :Bafulidts and, Marr iafap. bor 
£-4Þ] the firſt is a. direc$ Authority over Biliops ig is exerciſe 
hs 5 Gy their 
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+ Bat it may be it will be Objected 
toonezfor the Authority of depoſing Heretical and Schiſma. 
tical'Biſhops, infers an 'Authority of declaring \Hereſie and 
Schiſm ; and that of making or declaring'Arrticles. of Faith, 
and Laws of Catholick Communion ; torhow can they de- 
, poſe Hereticks or Schiſtmaticks without-an Authority of de- 
claring what Herefie and Schiſm is?And this is as mach Ay. 
thority as the Council of 7rext it ſelf 'would have deſired ; 
and therefore it ſeems very abſurd and:contraditious to de- 
ny 2 Council Authority to oblige their Collegues by their 
Deeroes of Faith, or Manners, or Catholick Unity, and to 
iveAuthority to neighbour Biſhops to depoſe or cenſure any 
Heretical or -Schiſtmatical Biſhop. To this purpoſe our Author 
ues, þ. 32. 33- According to their Dodtrine the-Biſhops if 
Spain, France, Italy, and Germany, being Biſhops of the Ch» 
tholick Church, thi ordinarily their Power is confined to their 
articular Churches, yet having an Original right with relatiaz 
to the whole Catholick Church, are bound by the Laws of -Con 
munionto re-aſſume their Original right, and aſſemble and ſum: 
mon before them the Biſhops of the Church of England ; who, i# | 
their opinion,are fallen into a-greatSchiſm and:Hereſy; in which 
matters theſe Biſhops have a dire Authority over the my | 
of theChurch of England, and may proceed againſt them, and de: 
poſe them, audl ordainothers in their room, and oblige the People 
to withdraw from-the communion - of the depoſe Oy 9. is 
which caſe the foreign Biſhops being the governing part; have as 
much authority over the Engliſh Bill s, as theEnglifh Biſhops 
have over theDiſſenters in Ei He ſhould have faid as the 
ExoliſbBiſhops have over the Popiſh-biſhops — — 
Traly,and then he'had come p near the matter.He add 
--® The ingprouadiatine of Biſhops, the greater is: their 
* Power an Authority: And therefore if the Eg ICOP, | 
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*« Exe/ifþ Biſhops ; ( that: is; if Biſhops have Authority over | 
hes oy Flecks , then- the :Biſhops of. Fraxce and- Spain 
have Authority ever Exg/iſh Biſhops; if Biſhops muſt goyera 
their own Churches, arkie Biſhops may govern them ; an 
inference which I believe ,'our Author 1s: the! firſt. man, 
that ever. made.) © And as the Engliſh Biſhops infiſt on their 
« Authority.in deciſion of Controverſies, and:the:Diſſenter 
* muſt ſubmit ; ſo may this greater College of Biſhops urge 
< their Authority , and the Diſſenting Zng/i/h Biſhops muſt 
* fabmit, and may not be admitted 'toxxerciſe their own 
< ;udgment, or pretend Conſcience there, no: more than the 
* Engliſh Proteſtant Diſſenter may do it here: - | 

< It muſt be carefully obſerved, that by theſe Gentlemen 
©the Power is lodged with the College of Catholic Biſhops; 

. <and ſo long as the Church of Emg/and acknowledges the Bi- 

<« ſhops of .,theſe Countries to be Gatholick Biſhops, as now 
© they. do(uſt as we acknowledg; the Church of Rime. to be 
part of the Catholick Church ,. but-a very corrupt and ſchif- 
matical part of it)-© they cannot queſtion their power, that 

* they muſt. acknowledg : And, by-the Laws.of Catholick 
* Communion muſt obey-a-College'of them, and 'appear be- 
< fore them. ,. when Summoned: : 'The greateſt thing,. that 
* they can with; any; pretence infiſt on., - is the j of 
< their cauſe, of. which they are no more competeat-judges 
* before this College, than the Diſſenters are, when betore 
© thele Biſhops here... What happy days would the Church 
of Rome ſeg, were things brought to- this paſs! but-how im- 
pertinentall his talk ot the College of Biſhops is, has been al- 
ready ſhown, and will be more 1n. what, follows: Allthat-I 
obſerve:at preſent is, how he turns the power of depoſing, 
andcenſuring heretical and {chiſmaticalBiſhops into a power 

of dering Hereſy, and judging whether they be Hereticks 

- ar not, .by ſuch. a final and uncontroulable power, :as Hete- 

ticksthemſelves. are bound to ſubmyt.to: And which is more 
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Church of Herdy;the aneuiſtosnlone reſt bojadges andthe 
accuſed are very; neompeteht: Judges of it bectuſe forſbor 
they. are accuſed:Bur this imiitteri may be ſtated wittidut ſt: 
ting up ſuch aSoveraigaTribenal-for judging vfHerefics,For 
= ; ThatHercticalBiſhops mdyibe depoſed,! think'all agree in, 
.::4; And there as as-lntle quaſtionpbut' thaFOrthodox/and 
CathalickiBiſhaps| whiohave rhe'oare of the 'Churech'com: 


mittedfdorthem; have-this power-of depoling : That is, of - 


caſting fact a Biſhopout of their Communion, and exhort- 
 ing-his People to: -wgthdraw Communion from him , an 


to. accept ofiz:Qatholibk Biſkop/in his Rexd "Which is all 


thatths Ecoleſiafticalpbwer ofidepoling Tigrities! "| 
3. There is naqueſtion/neither; ur; _ #PBhops'yill 
call that Herefy; whicti'they-rhemſeves think tobe fo, and 
will judg hoſe to be Fiererickswho "profeſs fuch Doetrines, 
asrbey calbHeraiy. Of exgnol ot bog. 
-4Burat. ger ide brlnot-Sallohphat AtryBIASS Or apy wT 
ber -ofBiſhops, however afferabled; have fielth ry 
defineArticlesof Fairh,or:to dechite eg rote 
men to behevethat ro-beHer ee ine Peat one &10, 
5. And therefvre the > s of 'th + Ronen 

cependiupoen? Opinion, av 

xc Thoſe ner hu OoHRire 3 Faſt; 


them{clves#rom theCommunior offich «Biſhop nn | 


-who.ener: pronoances. the Senterice ;” (:'exce : inter; 
Seaular-power 1486 People maſt! _ 


\Keck geficth 
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do'natbelieye it juſt, will fil communicate” aig him; For 


| rGthegivll ſltadhere to-their Brlkop'; 
rs; agat:gll:theivpowets As' the 
' Projds Pp allthe-A4uathemacs of the Chnre 


6. Aid whether hey/do right or w 19's On | 
own Conſoienges! anaſt 3 Hdgeclf this: Ke and" a _ 


Fidgom the next ©This is Uſ that. eh? be2Hid Br 
Meh abrokervagnd divided feare of the CharcH'tas we bw 
no: W hide: nothibg was: called Herehe'but "th&deniat of 
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While. there was Jilp a power 
of depoling Hereticks was facr St and had 
its juſt. authority and effe&t.; but. joe ab is Hereſie is 
the. Controverſie, and the world ; is FAIR about. it, tho 
the power remains ſtill, the exerciſe of !it grows. very .con- 
temptible, when. a Church frſt coyn3new- Articles of Faith, 
and then-Excommunicates; . Cenfures, ;Depoſes: thoſe for 
Hereticks, who will not believe.them.: | 
dy... Weare came now to the ilaſt -Point , wherein he - 
lays we agree, Viz. To give to one: BP. a Primacy, for the 
ter Pre erving C "af holick Zuijon, aud alſo\a Superzor pawer 
as ppeals,. and exerciſtug; ſome - peculiar, afts of 'Diſcipline 
fer the regulation of. Ecrlehaftical. Cangxs;... Now all this 
indeed [.do-aſfert, and yet we ane very. far-from agreeing 


in this matter, For, though, they made.no! more of the Pope 


than.a-meer Primates Which 1 doubt-is,nqt! good: dodtring 


An Rome," yetithere .is;as/mack, difierence between.our Pri; 
mates, as,therei isbetween;a;Nationaland Qecumenical Pri- 
rate, jand coofequently. as. much. difference between - our 
Appeals, as between Appegls to-Rowe, 40d ito. the Archbi- 
Jhop of Canter}wy.y 93 between Appens t9.the Primgte.of 
A:National-Chuxch,and. Appeals to. foreign. Billops. © know 
every Jearacdly,ahat ſuch an Qegumenical com 


bination of Churches, and: an-OgcumenicahPrimate. i 15 more 


forahepreſervation raya Fr a National Church . 


Mes this re knew I deniedand therefore. hould 


have ſaid, ;that L-agree with.chem, 301 its. and. who has 


the beſinreeion pn. their-1 ide thall ibe,xamingd preſently. 


rn ByybhiS-rimaod duppoſezhe Readcr is.{atished how, LE Wea - 
grecurtheſe; things, Lhaving irt-expreſs:wordsgdenicd every 
| pt © 5 has-affirmerio-theſe veryBooksgo WANG 4 | 
hes appeated-;. which} thok.is nogreatfign of 

annoy It. 3s time, now..40-vindicate thoſe paſlages which. he 
out.of my Book,and on;,which he founds this pretence 

Ts ang. to-do-this, —___ = 
al Y, 
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Agreementr, 
Pap. 7. 
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Principle, whichour Anchor either diinot underfland 
at wn oem BnDq*0E 
"All the fayings he has picked yp, and brought" together 
from one end of the' Book to torher,' relate 'to one of theſe 
two Principles, The Unity 'of 'the Church, which is'one 
Communion, 'or the Unity of the Epiſcopacy: © ©t 
r. As for the firſt of theſe, The Unity of the Church, the 


whole myſtery of it is no more but this, That the whoſe 


- : 


Chriſtian Church, by rhe Inſtitution of our Saviour, is but | 


oneChurch, and this one Church is one-Communion, that 
is, one Body and Society, whereof all Chriftians are mem- 
bers, and wherein they have a right tocomimunicate'in all 
Chriſtian Priviledges, and have both a right and obligation 
to Communicate 1n- all Chriſtian Duties: This our Author 
puts in the ſecond place, tho it ought to'be-the'firſt; as be. 
ing the Foundation of all : 7hat all Chriſtians and Chriſtiane 
Churches in the world are one Body, Sotiety, or Church,. and this 


2» called Catholick Communion ; tor they being all one Body, 


they "Communicate with' each other-'in this one Body,in all 


the Duties and Priviledges of it ; and' what advaritage he 


<cafn' make make of this, I cannot yet gueſs, unlefshethinks 


. thatthe very name Cabolick beitig otic" of Bellarnin's Notes 


of the Church, Catho/ick Communion, tnuſt ſighific the Cote 
munion- of the-Catholick Church of Rowe. © 
My Adverfaries hearing this' word Commmnioy, preſently 


ded, that T placed the Unity-of the Church +in'fome 


meer tfanfrentas of Corimunion, and diſputed very-eat- 
neſtly apainſt it,'as well they might. - But this miſtake Tre- 
ified in 'my Y?udication , ahd ſhowed' them that 'one *Com- 


wiithom fiowifies one Body and Society, in which 4 the Members 


communicate witheach otherzwhich I explain'd by this fawiffiar 


-compariſon : Suppoſe the whole World were one Familycor one | 


every particular man, according to hisrank 


"Kingdom, t1-1hic; 
va 


* and} ſtation, enjuys equal privileges ; in this cliſt the neovMy'of 
Affairs would equine, thar men: ſhould - live" inf boar" 
LM24L +07 | <7 and 
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. try, the whole World would be but one Houſe and Family, or + 


niverſal Kingdom ; and whoſoever. ſhould reſolve to live by bim- 
felf, and nat receive any others into his Family, aor-allow them 
the liberty of his Houfe, would be guilty of making a Schiſm in 
this great Family of the World: And what Nations ſoever 
ſhould deny the Rights and Privile des. of natural Subjeits to 
the Inbabitants of other Countries, weuld make a Sohiſm,and rent 
it ſelf from this TVniverſa! Kingdom. Tadded, _ 


>, 


Thus it is here; The Church of Chrif# is But oye Body, one 


| Church,one Houſhold and Family, one Kingdom. Theſe words our 


Author ſets in the Front, and thinks to make ſomething of 
them : for. ſeeing all know , that to make the whole World oxe 


. Univerſal. King dows, it's neceſſary that if be ſubjefted under one 
' governing Head; it unavoidably follows, that unlefs in the Ca- 


tholick- Church there be oe Supreme Governing Head, it cannot 
be like to an Univerſal Kingdom , an organized politick Bo- 
dy. Very right! Had I compared the Catholick Church to 
an Univerſal Kingdom,with reſpe@ to Government;the con- 
ſequence had been good; but comparing only with reſpedt 
ta:Communion, .the conſequence ts ridiculous ; and yet this 
was all Lintended in theComparifon,gs appears from the Ap- 
plication of it. Aud therefore though the neceſſity of difairs re- 
quires that NeighbaurChriſtians combine themſelves into particu 
larChurches & particular Congregations,as the world is divided 
into;particular Familits and Kingdoms,(which thows,that I no 


_ more ſubject theChurch to oneGaverging-head,than Idothe 
. World tooneUniverſalMonarch,now it is divided into parti» 


cular Kingdoms)yet every Chriſttan,by virtue of his Chriſtiani- 
ty hath the ſame Right and Priviledg, and.the ſame Obligation 
fo. Communics,: as occaſion; ſerves; with all the Churches in the 
Wikldj-:that be has: with that particular Chursb , wherein be 
lives 4 wherever be 1ewoves his dwelling, whatever Church he 
goes its, beris.ftalk inthe ſame: Family, the ſame Kingdom, ond 
oo F | th6 
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the ſangg Church. ' Now whether this be ad Jonſe f 
that becauſe I make the whole Chriſtian Chitrch one Family 
and Kingdom, with reſpect to Ohriſtian Communion; that is 
that all true Chriſtians have a right to Communion in all 
true Chriſtian Churches in the World , therefore F ſubje&t 
rhe whole Chriſtian Church to one Supreme Governing 


Head on Earth'*(for with refpe& to Chriſt, who is the true: 
and only Head of his Church; we will allow it to be oneKing--. 


dom and Family in this ſenſe) I ſay, letany man judge of 
this, who underftands'Conſequences. -If our Author did not 
ſee this, the Reader may judg of his underſtanding; if he did, 
he may judg' of - his honeſty. And thus his foundation is 


gone, and theft all the'fuperſtruQture 1s but a Caſtle in the: 


Air: For if the Univerſal Church be not ove Organized: po- 
litick body, as according to my Principles-it is not, then. it 


cannot be ſubjefed to one governing Head, neither to the | 


Pope nor a General Council. \ + -- | 
His third charge is;that I make ſomewhat more neceſſary to Ca= 
tholick Communion than an Agreement in the ſame Faith,the ſame: 
Rules | {dp me right Adminiſtration of theSacraments;that 

is,Catholick Ct on 
municating inthis one body is the exerciſe of CatholickCom- 
munton, which thoſe who do 'not, if there -benot a juſt and 
neceffary cauſe for it; are Schifmaticks for all that, whatever 
their Faith and Worſhip be ; and Schiſm is a damning ſin. But 
how dyes this make any thing more: neceſſary to Catholick 
Communion, than the fame: Faith, the fame Worthip, the 
ſame Sacraments > Theſe: are all the Catholick. terms of 
Catholick Communion ; but if theſe do not unite us into one 
body,we are not united for all that : Not that any thing elſe 
15 wanting to make this union;but becauſe through the luſts, 
and vices , and paſſions of men, an union does not follow 
upon it : but he was ſenſible, that Catholick Communion 
alone,would not do his buſineſs, would not prove the neceſlity 
of one Supreme governing-head ( whether the Pope , or a 
General Council) over the whole Church ; and therefore he 
' '* Ins 
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mmunion-1s our union in one body,and com-. 
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inſinuates, that I make ſomething elſe the neceſfary terms - 
of Catholick Communion, befides the true Chriſtian Faith, 
Worſhip, -and Sacraments ; and what ſhonld that be, do you 
think, but ſubjeion to vne Supreme Head, which you ſhall 
ſee, how learnedly he proves ; . For he adds, 
4. T hat what is further neceſſary to Catholik Communion, is 
a Catholick Government, namely the Epiſcopal. Now all theſe. 
words I have uſed upon one occafion' or other, but there is 
no ſuch propoſition as this in all my Book. I do altow Epifco- 
pacy to bean Apoſtolical Inſtitution, and the truly Ancient 
and Catholick Government of the Church, of which more 
hereafter ; but yet inthis very book, I prove induſtriouſly , 
and at large, that incaſe of neceſſity, when Biſhops cannot 
be had,a Church may be a truly Catholick Church,and ſuch (” 
as we may, and ought to communicate with, without Bi- 5ee vindice: 
ſhops , in vindication of ſome foreign reformed Churches , tion of the ' *- 
, Who havenone ; and therefore [ do not make Epiſcopacy fo nn” | 
abſolutely neceſſary to Catholick Communion, as. «o un- * © 
church all Churches which have it not. 
But the Remainder of his quotations referring to the 7- 
nity of the Epiſcopacy,l mult briefly explain what my Notion 
is about. it;and truly I have proceeded all along upon St.Cy- 
prian's Principles,and he muſtanſwer for it, if he have miſled _ 
me. S.Cyprian taught me,that therezs one Epiſcopacy,part of pune 
which every Biſhop holds with full authority and power ; where cujus a” 
by one EpiſcopacySt.Cyprian underſtands one Biſhoprick,that fingulis in ſo+ 
is, the Univerſal Church, whichas it is but one Church, is _— pk 
but one Biſhoprick alſo; it being all under the Government unirare. See 
of the Epiſcopal power. But then this Biſhoprick is divided te Detence-p. 
into parts, into' particular Dioceſſes, and every Biſhop, has a "To 
parbgf this Univerſal Biſhoprick, which he has in ſolidum ; 
that is , he has his part to govern with the fulneſs and ple- 
nitude of the Epiſcopal power, without any Superior au- 
thority, or juriſdiftion over him. 'This I take te be the 
| plaineſt 'and eaſieſt interpretation of St. Cyprian's words ; 
tor though all learned men have agreed 'in-the ſame ſenſe, 
F F z p yet 
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the ſenſe will be' the ſame; yetthe expreſſion is very obicure ; 


for how can every Biſhop havebut part-of the Epiſcopal of- | 


fice in So/idum ; that 1s, part of the office, and the whole 
power 2 Butif'by one Epiſcopacy, we underſtand one Bilkop- 
rick; :4tid the univerſal Charch-may as properly be calted 
one Biſhoprick,'as one Church, and one Sheepfold; chen it is 
all plain, that there 15 but one Biſhbprick, of which every. 
Biſhop has'part, in which he exerciſes the whole Epiſcopal 
authority: and power. Another Principle of St. Cypriax's 1s, 
Unus Epiſco. FO4t this one-Epiſcopary, or one Bithoprick, is preſerved one 
parus, Epiſco- by the concord and agreement -of Biſhops ; for it the Biſhops 
porum multo- djfagree, who have the Supreme government of their: own 
rum concordi Cy rrches, this muſt of neceſſity divide the Biſhoprick and 
- diffaſus, Cypr. the Church; but this ove Biſhoprick is ſpread over the Worldl, 
ad Antonian. © fy, 4he conſenting multitude of many; Biſhops ; which, as lob» 


OP ſervedjheccalls the Unity avd Peace' df rhe: Epiſcopacy: And for 


the ſame reaſon Opratus calls at che 'Bpiſcopal College ; "and 

Bifhops are called Collegues. And St. Cyprian tells us; The- 
Quando Ec. Catholick Charch is not rent, nor divided, but unit ed and com 
clelia , quz pled by the cement of Biſhops, who ſtick cloſe togetber. 


, que ple | 
Catholiez una” 1 other Principle is, That no Biſhop, nor Colledg of Bi: - 


Geng; dive ſhops have a direct authority or juriſdiction over their Col- 
ſed fit uriq; ſepues, to compel them to ſubmit to their decrees and-deti- 
coharentium Ditions, againſt their own Judgment and Conſcience : That 
&bi iovicen none of them pretended to be Biſhops of Biſhops, -which he 
ivy vom abhors as a Tyrannical Ufurpation, -as we fee in his Preface 
es Or. Ep. to the Council of Carthage. Another Principle is, That fince 
69. ad Floren- there is but one-Epiſcopacy or Biſhoprick, every Biſhop, -be- 
— Pupia-  Gides the Supreme Government of his own particulagDio- 
| ceſs, hes ſuch a relation to the whole Church, that he ts to 
take care, 'as much asin him lies , to ſee, that no part of 

rhe Church ſuffer by ' the Hereſies or Schiſms of their Bi- 

- ſhops; which is the reaſon, asI obſerved; before, St.\Cyprian 

gives, Why there are ſo many Biſhops in the Chriſtian 
| Church, 
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{ ({ whicha little differs from one Biſhops being all ) inveſted 


independent Charches cax never make one Body and one Catho- 
, lick Communion ; becauſe they are not Members of each 
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| That if. any of our Colleds ppg tage {EP MOD 
radeavonr to broach any new. Herefte, of to_tear . and. ſpoil th, — fu ” 
Flock of Chriſt, the reſt may come in to their help, and like EY Or 
good and merciful Paſtors, gather again the Sheep of Chrift into 
their Fold. INN 

Theſe are the Principles | learnt from St. Cyprzay ; and if 
our Author can find a ſupreme Head of the Univerſal 
Church, whether Pope or General Council, in this Scheme, 
| am fure St. Cyprian could not, who diſowns any ſuch ſa- 
perior Authority to Biſhops. 

Let us then now return to our Author,who obſerves, that 
| alert, Zhat all the Biſhops of the Church are but one alſo , 


with the ſame Power and Anthority to govern the Church ; 

( for whigh Iquoted St. Cypriay, tho he thinks fit to leave | 
him out ) ; That as St. Cyprian tells us there is but one Epife Vindic. p.124, 
copacy , part of which every Biſhop holds with full Authority ** — 
and Power ; that all theſe Biſhops are but one body, who are 

bound to live in Communion with each other , and to govern 

their reſpettrve Churches where need requires, and where it can 

M- had, by mutual Advice and Conſent, and therefore that no 

Biſhops are abſolntely Independant, but are obliged to preſerve 

theUnity of pedipiupaty,nEaiape! College, as Optatus calls 

it, ( which words our Author keaves out, as being afraid of 

naming the Authority of any Father in the caſe) whereon the 

Unity and Communion of the Catholick Church depends.Thus far - 

our Author recites my words, and here breaks off; but I ſhall 

beg leave to goon. For it is impoſſible the Catholick Chwrch 

fhould be one Body or Society;or one Communion gf it be divided 

into as many IndependentCharches,as there are abſalute and in- 

dependent Biſhops : For thoſe Churches muſt be independent 

which have an independent Power and Government, as all thoſe 

maſt have, which have independent Governors and Biſhops ; and 


other ; and thus the Unity of the Catholick Church muſt be de- 
Froyed 


onorem, qui Epiſcopatus nec unitatem tenere voluir, nec pacem, Cypr. ad Anton. Ep: 52. 
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Rroyed, unleſs we aſſert One Epiſco 
Onz Evangelical Prieſthood ball ar 
\HereT muſt ſtop 4 little, for here he ſeems to lay his 
' Foundation, whereon to- erect his Papal Monarchy, or his 
Soveraign Power of General Councils ; that aflert , That 
Biſhops are not abſolutely independent ; and therefore he 
ſuppoſes, Thatthey-muſt be ſubordinatetoo to ſome higher 
Power-and Jurifdiftion. *How far I am from aſſerting any 
ſuch Supreme Power over the whole Church, I have alres: 
dy ſhown; and now I muſt vindicate this Principle, * Zhat 
. Biſhops are nt abſolutely Independent, from any ſuch conſe 
"quence, which is no very difficult task, if men will conſi- 
- what I mean by the independency of Biſhops, 'and for 
what reaſon I aſſerted, That Biſhopsare not abſolutely inde- 
pendent. For the independency I deny, is ſuch an indeper- 
dency as is oppoſed to the unity of the Epiſcopacy, and to 
their obligation to live in Communion with each other ; for 
\ becauſe there is but one Epiſcopacy, becauſe all Biſhops are 
bur one body, therefore I aſſert, they are not abſolutely in- 
dependent, but are obliged to preſerve the unity of the EM 
copacy, or Epiſcopal College : for abſolute Independency ex 
cludes all neceſfary obligations to Unity and Communion, 
as well as to Subjetion. An abſolute independent Soveraign 
Prince is no more bound by the Laws of Soveraignty to live 
in Unity, than to own-ſubjeQtion to neighbour Princes; 
now Biſhops indeed as- to ſubjeion are independent, for 
'there is no ſuperior Authority in the Church over them, as 
F have always aſſerted; but they are not independent as to 
Unity and Communion ; for the fundamental Laws of one 
Epiſcopacy oblige them to Unity and Communion, and that 
-ebliges them to govern their Churches by mutual advice, 


as well 25 One Church) Bi 


s One Altar, all the:worl | Epi 


without which this Unity cannot be preſerved. I am fure {Bil 
'Epiſcopi nec St. Cyprian:lays ſo much itreſs on this, that he expreſly af 
ſerts, That Ze cannot have the Power. nor the FHenour of. a Wha 
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cb) } Biſhop, who will not maintain the Unity andthe Peace of the. 
orl4 |} Epiſcopacy. Now.I cannot think .fuch Biſhops abſolutely. 
- | independent, tho they are ſubje& to no ſuperior Authorti- 
his | ty, who depend upon preſerving the Unity and Peace of: 
- his | the Epiſcopacy, for 'the- very Power .and Dignity of Bi- 
hat | ſhops. | £5: | 
2 he - 5a ſuch an independency of Biſhops, as makes their. 
zher | Churehies independent, which deſtroys Catholick Com- 
any | munion, as I ſhowed in thoſe words which our Author 
rea: | ſupprefled, That Unity of the Catholick Church depends 
Zhat © upon the Unity of the Epiſcopacy. For it is impoſſible, 
znſe- Ml the Catholick Church ſhould -be one Body or Soozety, or one: 
onſi- i Communion, if it be divided into as many independent: - 
] for | Churches, as there are abſolute and independent Biſhops ; for. 
nde-W thoſe Churches muſt be Independent, which have an Indepen- 
pers | dent power and government, as all thoſe muſt have, who have - 
d to Independent Governours ,” or Biſhops ; and Independent: 
- for il Churches can never make one Body , and one Catholick Com- 


s are i munion, becauſe they are not Members of each other. Now: 
y in-  thislndependency of Churches, which I condemn, is not 
EMI oppoſed toa ſuperior Juriſdiction; for fo Churches, as well 
;y ex Iſl 25 Biſhops, are originally Independent : bur it is oppoſed : 


nion, ll to their being ſuch diſtin and ſeparate Bodies as are not 

aign Ml Members of each other , which deſtroys Catholick Com- + 

live ME munion,or makes it Arbitrary. And this is the Independen« 

ces; ff cy of Biſhops which I deny; ſuch an Independency as over- 

, for I throws the unity of the Epiſcopacy, and conſequently the 

n, 25 © unity of the Church. | 

as toll Nay, I further deny the Independency of Biſhops, as - 

one |ff that ſignifies an exemption from all cenſures-in caſe of Hes 

| that Wreſie, and Schiſm, and Idolatry, and fuch like evil 'pra- - 

vice, ſl iſes ; which does not infer a.ſuperior authority of one 

| ſure Biſhop over another, but only an authority in the Church - 

y al- to cenfure ſuch crimes, whoever be'guilty of them ; as I 

of. a Fave already explained it at large : So that my Notion on 
t 
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been accounted for already, and whoever obſerves, that 
the reaſon of all is laid upon the preſervation of Catho- 
lick Communion, willeafily ad, how little this makes 
for an Univerfal Power.and Empire over the Church. He 
proceeds, The whole authority of a Biſoep, or Council, over 
" other Biſhops, is founded on the Laws of Catholick Commu- 
wion, which is the great end it ſerves.(and therefore it does 
not prove a Supreme governing Head over the Church; 
and therefore they have no proper authority, but only in ſuch 
matters as concern the Unity by the Epiſcopacy, or the peace 
and Communion of the Catholick Church ; This alfo: has been 
fufficiently explained before. Again, this unity of the Epiſ: 
copacy, is the foundation of theſe larger combinations and 
confederacies oY Neighbour Churches ; which make' Archit- 
piſcopal or National Churches : For fince there is but 
one Eiſcopacy, tt is highly reaſonable, and neceſſary, ſo far 
as it 1s prafticable, they ſbould all at and govern their reſpe- | 
#rve Charches, as oxe Biſhop, with one conſent, which is the 
mof? effetual way to ſecare the peace and unity of the Epiſer 
pal Colledg, and to promote the edification and god govers 
went of the Church. Nay, this unity of the Epiſcopacy is 
the foundation of that authority which Neighbour Biſhojs 
have over their Collegues incaſe of Hereſy and Schiſm, of | 
any other wotorious wickedneſs; for they being. Biſhops of the 

C/nzuerſal Church, bave a# Original right and power to takt 
care,; that no part of the Church, - which"3s within their reath 

and inſpeftion, ſuffer by the Blereſy, or'evilprattices of thiit 
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not how I could fay the fame thing better, if I were to 


| fay it again. TI am till of the fame mind, that ſuch 


Combinations of Biſhops for mutual Advice and Counſe], 
is of great benefit and uſe for the good Government of the 
Church ; but.if he would infinuarte, (as thar, if any thing, 


_ muſt be his deſign) that theſe Combinations of Biſhops 


are for the exerciſe of Authority over their Collegues : 
this I abſolutely deny. They are to adviſe and conſult 
with each other, not as with ſuperior Governors, whoare to 


| determine them, and give Laws to them, but as with Friends 


and Colleges, of the ſame Body and Communion ; as T1 ex- 
preſly , Vindicat. p. 127. May not Biſhops meet 


. © together for common Advice, without ereCting a Sove- 
_. raign Tribunal, to determine all Controverfies, and 


make Ecclefiaſtical Laws, and impoſe them upon their 
Collegues, without their own conſent 2 When tho 
the leaſt , yet it may be the beſt and wiſeſt part of 
Council are of another Mind : Is there -no difference be- 
tween adviſing with our Equals, and making them our 
Superiors > May it not be a very great fault, and very 
riear the guilt of Schiſm, for a Biſhop without any cauſe, 
but meer humour and wilfulnefs, to reje& ſuch Rules and 
Orders of Diſcipline and Government, which.are agreed 
by the unanimous conſent of neighbour Biſhops, unleſs 
we give a Superior Authority to ſuch Synods over their 
Collegues 2 | | | 

©'6. His next charge is, that the Collegue of Biſhops. may 
grant unto ſome one Biſhop a Primacy, for the preſervation 
of Catholick Unity and Communion, who by a. general con- 
ſent may be intruſted with a Superior 'Pomer of calling Sy- 
nods; receiving Appeals, and exerciſing ſome peculiar Aﬀts 
of Diſcipline under the ee” al of Erclefiaſtical Canons. 
__ This 
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' Here { long Quotation, if any body knew to _ * 
what purpoſe it ſerved. I own the Words, and know 


Pa _ . 
*; "y 


nor quote. eitfi 
ak the pans to.t 
er prone ger q rang Vind.þ.127. Fe Be theſe. 
wards, © This makes. it.higbly-realonable-far Neighbour 
« Biſhops, at as. great. a, Giſfancs,, as.the. thisg, is prattice- 
«Ye: with caſe and.convenience.as.the Biſhogs af the: fame 
« Province, or of, the ſame Natian, to, live together in, a, . 
« ſhi& Aſſociation and Contedexacy ; to meet. in-Sygnods;. 
*2n0. Roc or Nationak Coundils,,, to. order all the 
«Alta DR AT al Churches by mutual. Advige, and, 
RES e themſelves to the. ſame. Rules of Diſighas and, 
WW ge This bas, been; the practice: of the: Church, 
«* from the very, beginoing, and ems tg. be tha true Q- 
ich Archi:epiſcopal, and Metropolitical.Churches, 


ch, were ſo early, + eb it. is moſt; prahabls, thay; had 
najng in. t is pales Days,: For though, alt 
nes. ha ve. *ogioally equal, Ri and, Power in.. 
« Church affairs, Fel there ED rimacy 'of Qrder: 
« granted: to, ſore, Bilbops,; and-their Chairs by a\general 
« conſent, and under the Regalpng of Ecgeſiaſtical Cas. 
«*nons, for the preſervation ol. CatholiekUnity and Comes 
« munion, without. w_ SOD. CES or 
* uſurpation.on the Epiſcopal Author 
& For (as. I, proceed) This pane of, Churches 
* and Biſhops dogs, ogt ,, and oughs. not. to. introduce. a, 
« dire& Superiority of one Biſhop, or Church, . over ano» 
« ther ;, ar. of ſuch;Synods and Coungils:over. particular 
*Biſhops.: Every Biſbopis.the jones. SONRO of his. 
* own Dioceſs {ji [, and cannot. be: We dec oma lisCo on. 
« againſt his Ce Trad Biſhop i ISOs 
* legues, alle $,.0r 1 Book Cay S,.,OL, 
| * ons National, at Proyiqcial Coupcildifer tramanorben,, 
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<.in Matters of 'Pradence, andRulesof Diſbipline, with- 
«ot icither corrupting the Faith, or dividing the Chutch, 
«if we'believe'St. Cyproay in his Preface to the Council of 
«Carthage , they ought not to deny him'Communion 
« upon ſuch accounts, nor to offer any force ts him: in 
« ſuch matters. | 

In ip.:184, 1difeourſed much 'to the ſame 'purpoſe. 
<« That for the preſervation of Peace '@rd Order in this 
« united Body, or Confederation of Neighbour Churches, 
« one or more Biſhops may by a general conſent be in- 
«truſted with a Superior Power of calling Synods, - re- 
« ceiving Appeals, and exctcifing-forne'pecutiar Ats of 


«Dj , under' the Regalarion of EcclefiaſtiexlCa- 
* nons, which isthe Power now aſcrib'd ro Archbilops 
* and Metropolitans. - | 


* But yet, there:cannot be one conftitutive Ecclefta- 
« ftical Regent Head m a National, mach leſs im the 'U- 
* ſhop tms'00 vega? Right ev Oovera-tho eeſt tun) 
" an original Right to Govern! the reſt in- 
« Nation,and therefore whatever Power may bo yrames 
« him/by conſent, yer it-is riot eſſential vo-che Being'or 
- Unity.of rhe Church, which:isone, notby being nnwed 
« uader 'ofle ſuperior goverting Power, but by living #n 
4.on6 Communion : 'Not Ariſtorratieml,: becauſe ever 


'« Bifhop: being ' Stipreatn in! 'his own | Diocels., and 


« accountable ts Chriſt for'his Governmetit, 'carnot, and 
< ought not, fo wholly to diveſthimſelf of this Power, . 
£26 [yo be hn all _ In arid 'over- 
« ruled by the Myjor Vote, contrary to his own Judgment 
<2nd CE LAR the Biſhops ind Nation, inch 
«Jeſs all'the Biſhopsin the! World , cannot unite into 
«-ſach/ a-Collegue; as: ſhall by a Stpream Authority, 
« govern all Biſhops andiChurches, - by 's' Major Vote, 
A whirl is whe form of 'Ariſtveratical-Govern 5 = 

13 G 2 | *10r 
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2 AVindlcatimof 
«:for the ſame Reaſon;a National Church conſidered /as n 


& Church, cannot be under the Government of a Demo- 


« craticat Head, for if the College -of Biſhops have not - 


« this Power, much leſs has a \mixt College of Biſhops 
« and People. | Bo ; 

Thus careful was I to ſecure the Epiſcopal Authority 
from ſuch Encroachments and Uſurpations, ras it now 


groans under in the Church of: Rome ; from placing the 


Unity of the Church in ſuch a ſuperior governing Head, 


. whether Primate or Synod ; and now let him make the 


beſt he can of this Primacy, - which he ſhould have cal- 
led a' Primacy of Order, as I did; and not abſolutely -a 
Primacy, which may _ a Primacy- of Power and 
Authority, which I poſitively deny he has over any of 
his Collegues : In a body of Equals, though there is no 
Superiority, there muſt be Order; and therefore ſome 
One muft have Authority to Convene the Aſſembly, and 
to preſide in it, and if the Synod ſee fit, may in-fome 
Caſes be intruſted with a: Superior Power of executing 
their Dectees, which involves no dire& Superiority over 
any of his Collegues. All-that'I intended in theſe Dif- 
courſes, was to ſhew, what Power a National or Provin- 
cial Synod, Archbiſbops and Metropolitans might have, 
upon St.'Cypriax's Principles, without encroaching upon 
the Original and Eſſential Rights of the Epiſcopacy ; and 
thoſe who- will allow St. Cypriav's Principles, I believe 
will confeſs, that I have truly and fairly ſtated the Bounds 
of pure Eccleſiaſtical Authority :: If Archbiſhops and Me- 


-tropolitans have a greater Power than'this; by the:Con- 
ſKitutions and: Laws of Princes, ſince. the Church is in- 


corporated into the State, that I meddle not with, - for it 

is not a pure Eccleſiaſtical Authority, but muſt be ac- 

counted for upon' other Principles. Mer Oo fue, 
Well! but I aſſert, that Carholick: Communion is a Di- 
Vine 
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vine Inſtitution, and then the Combination of Churches for 
Catholick Commanion is  Divine.alſo ; and thus* National 

- Churches; Archbiſhops, Metropolitans, Primates, ate 
of Divine Inſtitution; but had our Author tranſcribed 
the whole Sentence, every Reader would eaſily have ſeen, :” 
how little it is to his purpoſe : The words are thefe: The vindic. pe ©” 
Patriarchal or Metropolitical Church-Form is au Ecclefraſti- "95: 195: 
cal Conſtitution, ( and therefore certainly not'an immedi- 
ate Divine Inſtitution ) rhough not therefore accidental (ac- 
cording to the Phraſe of my Diſſenting Adverfary,) but . 
Catholick Communion ts a Divine Inſtitution, and therefore 
the Combinations of Churches for Catholick Communion is 
Divine alſo, though the particular Forms of ſuch Combina- 
tions may be regulated and determined by Eccleſiaſtical Pru- 
dence, which differs ſomewhat from what we call meer Elu- 
mane Prudence ; becauſe it is not the.reſult of meer Natural 

' Reaſon, but founded on, aud accommodated to a Divine In- 
ſittution.. 'So that here is no Archbiſhop, /no' Primare, 
no particular Forms of Combinations / of / Churches, of 
Divine Inſtitution ; they are Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitutions, 
which may be regulated and altered by. Ecclefiaſtical Pru- 
dence ; .but Catholick Communien is a Divine Inſtitu- 
tion, and. therefore that Biſhops. and Churches: ſhoukd 
unite, for the preſervation::of Catholick.Corimmunion is 

' Divine, though the particular Forms. of ſuck Combina- 
tions may be determined by - Ecclefiaſtical Prudence, , 
which is ſomewhat more Sacred:than Humane.Prudence, 
becauſe it is founded on, and accammodated-to-a;Divine 
Inſtitution.: .. I ſuppoſe the Reader'is by this time'very 
well ſatisfied aboat our Author'sJuſtice in his Quotations, 

' as the Prefacer ſpeaks. —__... 4120s 

7, He obſerves, that I :teach, that 4 a:compliance 

* with. the, Order, Governinent, Diſcipline, and -Wors 

* ſhip, as well as the DoQtrine of the Catholick Churctz, 

: ; * #63 18- 
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. Siodocaibry: 1 Gtialack Doeubion. ForOls. 
4fiians and/Chriftian\\Chucchts are-butt One budy, int] V 
are therdby gbligedto- ali! Duties, Offices,. and' AQs of Q| 
'« Chriſtian Communion , 'which: are conſequent upon 
$fGhelvarRelation. . The:Cathotick >Church -4s-one Body "i 

. * and-Society, 'whereim: all 'the'Members-:there of have - 
"equal Right and Obligitiono/Chrifildn Communion, | © 
This he puts all ragether asOneentire Reafoning, though Hh 
the partsof it-arq.above three 'hundred Pages diſtant, #5 N 
he owns in the} Margin, and belong to very different ic 
thivgs,  which-is.a very: honeſt way of Quori , by « 
which means weinay make any\ Author ſpeak &« 
Pleaſe, ns'the Hiſtory of che-Goſpelhns'been Joferibea «| 
in Pirgidl's Verk :\ The latter partoÞ rheſe-words concern wi 
the Qbligation of all Chriſtians'to, Cathohok\Commn- % 
nign, which, what-it \is, 1 have already explained -* fn «4 
the:fertner: parthe-would tnfeauare, \chav'T make it-rhe- il © 
«(ary | to::Cathblick '1Communion,' that all Chiirches ry 
ſhquid abſerve: the ſame particular: Orders, Forms'of bi. 
Governimeat',' Rites and Modes of Diſcipline and Wor. | © 
ſhip ; andmakos me give 2 very fenſeleb& Reaſon for it, be- "M0 
cauſe all Cbraiiavs and Cbriftran Churches art But-one Body, 4 
and are-thenetly vblaged av all 'Duries,” Offers, and Ads of i © 
Chriſtian Conimntion, which are conſequent upon ſuch a Re- « q 
lation; As if: Chriftien Churches could maintain - hv % 
. Communion: witheach orher, -unlofs' rhey uſed thefarne "4 
' Litutgy.. the ſame Rates and Ceremonies,- and «were of *\ 
vos 'the ame Ecckeſiaſdical Canons; whereas we * ( 
[that all Charchesin alliApes,” have had peculiar || & 
Liturgios,” pecutiar:Rires-and Ceremonies, peettiar Fafts | i 
and Feaſts, peculiar Canons, and Rules: of Diſcipline of Wwe 
their: 070: - as there are in many Gaſes 'to- this-day in 
I I ——_ moo! "their: Religious the 
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Viadiceti -_ Terms of Communion i5- the Church/?** 
of A ls Catholick > P: 392; There arc: 
theſe — ensgy the; Terms: of, our Communion are: 
«:25:Casholick/ as: un Chugettis,7 Diveefant Epiſcopacy; 
« Litargies. and-Ceremonies,, bave been | necerved-in-alÞ 
« Churches: for: tang hundred Years; : and-are the fetlexb 
*« Contituswm of moſt Churches to this Day'; and: this: 
is. the Conſtitution. of the: Church of - Eng/and; and:the: 
« Fermgofjour- Communion; and;muſiibeacknowledgs: 
«. edi to be-Catholich: Kerms,; if : by: Cadhiddick Terms 
* meand;wintthacaually;ltiven; recqivedby theGatholick: 
« Chuzeh, - Alter mugh;inore-of this Arguinent;: Iadd'the 
worgs hg: quotes © That though it' be-hard+ta/ deter-/ 
*. RR; What is in its:0Wn Nature abſolutly neceſſary: to: 
« Catholick Communion; jioty T cam: tell ffi de -faits,” 
«.whas! if. viz; 2 Cotmpliante with the: Order,  Goyerns: 
*mEBL, Dalciphine, and: Worthip, :as welb asthe Dofrine! 
« of, the: Catholiclz Chuvch : He who: will: not do-this; 
« maſt Gparate: fromthe; bag ee and try. it 
« ak the laftidays! who was: in: the right: [Iam content: . 
* aur; Difſenters) ſhoukktallnamdf : unwripthrab Terms'of: 
*Communiens, fa: thay: will but grant, tha the-Chureh' 
« of Englandiigne note guilty: ofrimpoſirig anſeriptnral 
« Terms,thamtliaCathobekChurchinielfhas always been; 
« and; when they: have-confidence:enough todenyohis; 
« withproveitamdſhalldefirenobentes Vindicationof the 
« Church of Eng/and, than the prattifesofrthe Carholickd' 
 Ghargli,, Thigiisſo-plains thas I nned! ſap noching moreto 
explain it, thatnif we; will live; wn-Catholick Communion; 
wemuſt,own:Epifaopacy,: Liturgies,: Ceremonies; which: 
has been tlie agoient-Goveriment; Worſhip, Diſcipline, of 
the, Church; and-:thoſt who .upan pretence of unſeripru-- 
tural Jernys,. ſoparate-fromthe:Churclt of England; _- | 
t 


Int the: place: from which t6; quotes the words .- Trymgk:Vindic-p 
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how far T ever was from thinking, that 'the particular 
Rites and”: Modes of: Worſhip muſt be the fame in all 
Churches, -and'that there can'be no Communion with- 
out 'this', any man may- fatisfie himſelf, who will be 
pleaſed to read ſome few Pages in the Vindication, be- 


maintain Catholick Communion, between diſtin& Chur- 


are, andalways were praiſed in diflerent Churches. 


Judge. And now he pretends to draw up my Argument 
againſt the: Diſſenters, which he ſays proceeds upon Ro- 


felf to examine; whether my Arguments againſt the Diſ- 
ſenters were good or no, for I have no Diſpute with them 


they are notiRoman-Catholick Principles, which make 
them ſo; for Thave:no Roman-Catholick Principle 'in all 
my Book. As for. what he ſo often triumphs in, ' the late 
King's Paper, I tell him once for all, 1-will have no Di- 
ſpute with Kings; but if. he have any thing to' ſay, let 
him fetch his  Argumeats,. whence he will, without al- 


fhall have an Anſwer. ©. +} 
. And now from quoting , our Author falls to diſputing 
- Mme into an Agreement, which methinks argues, that we 


for what need of diſpiiting; if as the: Title-of his Book 


19: like to be' but ſhort, and therefore we will patiently 
| bearit. | " Now 


| thefikeof ſuchOatholick Prattices,by the @rnbreaſori muſt 
have renounced the Communion of the beſt and pureſt, 


and moſt Catholick Churches ſince the Apoſtles Days. But ' 


ginningat p. 372 ; where I ſhew how impoſlibleit is to 

ches, without allowing of ſuch'diverſity-of Rites, which 
Thus I have done with our Authour's Quotations, and 

what Agreement there is between us, the Reader muſt . 


man-Catholick'/Principles : But I ſhall not” trouble my 


now, and will have none; ' but if they ever were good, 


ledging the King's Authority-to make them good, and he 


are not agreed; or 'at, leaſt; that. I do not know we are; 


fays, 'we are agreed already, but however, the Diſpute - 
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_ do'not) then there'is no n o one Serum 


 6nd'there is an;end{'of the Authority, 


. Now #9 trace & to St. Peters Chair , be thus begins. 
Be ehiir "aling the Ca fete gin 
old, woe He robe ue Aoorvh wad, 

governed Fart,t mu#? neceſſar or a Ca» 
bear goat as what alone is a fit nr dodnShgen 
great a'Body.Politick ; that is, if the whole Church be 


X 


- oneBodyPolitick, over which there muft be one Suptean 


verning Head, then'we-muſt a xe the Autho- 


g9 
rity of the Pope, l Council, over the whole 
= Sc aff emma rang gy Bur if we do not 
make the whole Church one fuch Organiz'd, Politick 
Body, but onl: one Communion (as i it has appeai | 


vernment over the whole CR Kid it is ſuffi 


ck Fg 
his moins is ata Hd, for deſtroy pee one Principle, 
that'tlie whole : Catholick: Church. is Tas Politick, Orga- 
nid Body; with'one Supream: Power: *over the whote, 
; both of Popes, and 
neral'C 


"Bur: he will not give up the Cauſe thus, for fays he, 
Ly 1 . _—_— 6. ' little more $a ang what rheſe ſe 
Ci " Clergy-men rm, aya we 
Notion Ho; Church Government, e cond dorms why 
to the Ronian Model. "Well Sir ! nbpric. 
as you can, . and'ſce the end of it. For ( ys he) Kel 
fay,” there can” be no one Catholick Communion, without one 
Eatholick Government : But what doeChe mean by oe 

ck Nas Ont-ſuperior” 'Pawer 'over the 
whole'Cattivlick Chirch > "And who ever faid'this, a 
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 raahdowha' 
- his Dna) v4 WINE and 
ſo is his account 3 am wurnrer et _ 
ſenredi Council, can of Judgment 

every Mao's Calazonce and- Soul-muſt be in his own 


herefore: be- epreſented. by-no Man. 
keeping +apll gr es Catholick C Chureh;-a Di- 


o and to their: Decrees, as 
beet ral Council has, this 
"cha by their National -and 

iſho he Council, and: ro Aﬀtas 
-ntati Xia bee might havea ple- 
ot ke debate, and..determine all Matters ift 
relating to Faith, or. Worſhip, or Dl 
as this be knows ve 
ths, Comal are- only for 
Biſhops without their 
fon to talk-of 
raking Advice,. which is 


t 


vine Authority, ſuperior to all particuler Churches and | 
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Diſpute/ma be freey ies, butt look: apon tlitſe 
rt Icon to ane he of the Ettpire, that of ppt: 
which have no other Authorify; bur what either the 
Imperial Sanftions give them,” or what every Church 
gives them;: by receiving their Decrees :"'And-jt'is evi- 
dent from Eccleſiaſtical Story; that the' beat Authority 
of theſe Councils never put an'end to any one Diſpure, 
any farther than they were backed by the Tmperial Pow- 


| er; whichis an Argument, that they did not believe in 


thoſe days, fuch Councils'to: be Tnfallible,” or” to be the 
Supream Tribanal of the Chriſtian Church. | They were: 
indeed! Supream "Tribunals; when Princes 'made them fo, 
but-not by:any meer Eccleſiaſtical Authority and Juriſ- 
diction ; :If then a Council of Biſhops be onely for mu- 
ual Advice, and a-Council for - Advice requires the per- 


| ſonal Preſence of all Biſhops, and' tliough all the Biſhops 


of; one Province, ior ofie-Nation, may conveniently e- 
noilgh' meet together for Advice, 'yet, all the Biſhops of 
the World cannot'; then I think it is plain, that the $4 
ſequence from-a National toan Oecumenical Council, is 


not _—_ eſpecia ly, 
|; Siinci cher is no-need of it to Catholick Com- 

munion. The Chriſtian Churches maintained 'a very 
ſtri& Alliance and Communion with each other, for a- 
bove: Three Hundred Years without it : CatholickComs 
munion was'better preſerved then, than'ever it has been 
fincewhich:is a:-demonſtration, that ſuch# Sup 
verhing Power-ovet the whole Churchis not cellary to 
Catholick Commumnion, for then Catholick Communior 
could never have been maintained without itzendyet;thus - 
it was in St. C 's days,:who was as Zealous- an Af 
ſeerter of Ca Communion, as any before or fince. 

:[I-thoſe rae ere Biſhops 6f: Neighbowr Churches fre- 
wo met together,. to Adviſe about the general'Con- 
| cernments 
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"hp" 4 Vindics oli Y ; 
| Church, and if I? which 
 conCernec ofthe line-of the hs Church; as it: did 
in St, Cyprias's days, about the. caſe of the lapſed,” and 
ce tho who had been baptized dy Hereticks; 
| ang got Letters- -b0-Forreign Churches, and took 
55 . about; it, '2nd-by this means-didl more per- 
oneanothers .Jadgments and 'Reafons, 
heh cy to-a- better accord;and agreement, than they 


conſiſting opely-of: ſome few Repreſentative Biſhops. .Þ 
Maxim? 008. jemprigem nobiceb eiviy "66 3D oe: By: this. tneans: $t. prige 
cum omnibus omning ſpiſcops i tote wade fays. the ir--DDecrees were” CON 
- conſtitutis etiam Cornelius bog - _ by- all ay Biſhops in the Wortd ; 
CE TATE: mo How. efor- and; Optatus. lays, thar' this Carho- 
matarum in und commurienic ſocittate c0n- lick Communndgn was maimtzined aff 
cordat, Opt. l. 2 - the! World: TO Soom and 
municagory Letters: It. Cams. «dc think 
<_w a | Head t0'Ca- 


Combined Churchs- it. does: NOR J6«\ 
RT Ter 


 poſkfodomigs 
* now;as; for 1% Fremb Poperyather-iok whar i 

_ will; Lam, unconcerned. its; fined giver mo Supe 

Authority neither to. Pope-'mor GendrahC 


could have. done, bad they; met in @: General Conncit) | 


I”, ex. 5 -. %,.. 9 7% 7 OS Wy + FOO OP 


| A this Author has objefied 
. what was befare objeRtediby-the Didſenrers, and anfivered: 


of two prone: Petras 0 Here 
and Credit is very much 


racket 
becauſe it wks ay 9 hdr 


| concerned: in this matter, fo deeply, dries 


exer:to believe'me-more; and though: fuppolſe the 
Reader: ſors, what. credit he is to'give t6 this Author, . 
ye E mutt fpeale ar-leaſt a good word for my own hone- 
fy rand w-da'thar; F-milt givea brief account of the 
accaſion SEP alladging the Authority of Perrue ds. 
Aavca | 


by hor oh difſenting Adverfatics; with 2 
ing up; a6 the? 
of a+ General Council: 


ag2inft me, eb 


in-the- Vindication. Now having thewn them their 
miſtake'in'this Charge, that Þ hadafſſerted nothing which 
did infer the Authoviry of a Genera? Council, as the Su- 
preany t Head of the Catholick Church, I over 
and i anhf ſhewed:thens how yain- Thad gr oy 


| bom of Generel oat dots thgs cry 
toad —————__ uales-be afferr the. 
epndlte dy woe 


Seem and Decent Pultr; anther 


Pogo Bihop'of Rowe, though Fhadiowned the 'Authos. 


Fg Gancral Council Feould'be nv Papifty not fo. 
MitndVianor French Papiſt;", .\So\that- this'ſs. 

toprove, Hhartherv 19no Papift, bat owns 
the 


fice Rom. 


Oc 


' aſſembled; as the Council of Bafil exprelly. teaches. 


- buſu, provoking him 10 the. old Canans..; 


Baſil, That though they rene Council tobe above 
the Pope, yet they afferted the Popes Supream Paſtor- 
ſhip. _ That. al. particular men and particular Churthes, 


are. bound to obey the Pope, wnleſs in ſuch matters as are 


prejudicial to-this holy Synod, or any other which is l; f 
| 5 
this was all, I undertook to prove of the Frexch Church, 


That whatever Liberties they pretended, till they owned 
the Pope to be the Supream- Paſtor and Head of. the U- 
niverſal Church; for. which I appealed to Perrus de Mar- 


ca. . Let us thenconſider what is my Fault. | 


Agreem. p.18. . Qur Author gives us an. account: , that. the Prench 
-. Church teaches, as the' Councitof. Bafil.did, That though 


the Pope be greater than particular Churches and, Biſhops, 


_ yet he is not greater than the whole Univerſal Church ; and 
that the Authority that is. granted .him in the Interval of 


Councils-—deth not in the Jeaſt foopeſe him to. bave any Su- 
periority; or. Prebeminence above; the: Univerſal; Chprch : 
whence it. is, that whenever from the Eccleftaftical Courts in 


ff «© © 


France, ay References, Suggeſtions, or Conſultat ions,! were. * 


made to the Pope, if the Popes Reſeripts were' comtrary ta 
the old Canons, the French always, looked. on_it as abuft 
and made gn Appeal from the Pope called Appellatio at 
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thority of the Univerſal Church has always. bees yielded to | 
the Biſhop of Rome, :as Peter's Succeſſor, who fits In his 
Chair, This I proved alſo of the Councils of Cen/fexce and 
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. de Marca's authority to 
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.. Shelock'## $a/d exvagh to-Henra lh a tron 
fs perſen thawths fenrned:Petris de: Match for hitd/aacher, 
But whoredo Tdeny onc word of this, -or alledge Rerrig - 

it.. - T-had-no occaſion to 
deny this ; - for all that 1 was to prove was, that the 
French 'Clirelr did own the Pope: ito: be:the Supreath 

Hedd-und: Governoat'of the Clurch;-and that they: did 


_ . (6; I proved from Perru & Mara; Does not then Pe- 


frat de Marca fay, what T charge him with ?' Yes, that 
he owns: What is my-fault then 2 Why truly, only that 
Ifay:'y: that Perrus de Marca wrote in defence of the Li- 
berties of the Galtican Church 5 wad is mot: tA Title of 
his Book! 21\De Concordia Sacerdotis ©) Taperts, eu de Li- 
bertatibus Erdefig Gallitane : Of the Ayrecment of the 
Prieſthoad and the Empire, or of the pris. of 'the Gadt- 


 <an:Church.:. Yes, ' this he grantsz .buc: the:Archbilhop 


was perfwaded to add'tThis 'Title-by the Bookſclkey-to 
make it fell-the& better / and I aught to have knows! far 
ailchis, # Thiad lpoked any farther'then-Ticles and Mar- 

gins,\ that k+ wrote againſt the Liberties of the:Galhicen 
Church; and ule 1ay,:that T:ought to have: fad fo 
;too'e'/ "Thar: had £cems gret aof\rnodeſty jindced, 
as-gftcat i'r io im Nr Aehey, 'whioever, he:be, Lamifare 
very mnboaliderable; in compatiſon of thus. great-manz to 


Knavery., 
that mind gill that che Arch- 
rroat'g.man3s.\ t Age byed;: Mid 
bad wwaly, the Libatties:of 
| rbbugh hed: from ſome, who 


' had firetehed thoſe Libeeeresvery. much, tothe prejudice Merce per 47: 


of the Remav See ; which the King hin xpicſſel his 
yaoi monky oa TOtiari2d agprotee:jed. 


vitePetr, de Mar 


brian gh methods, ne liber- 
ignom rentuyr injuriam 3 - 
redereverentia, que 


[tara _ _ BaluZ. 


he was to write on by the Ki 


Agreement, 
Þ. 33- 


, fo-the Court of Remekept 
and-one.' would guefs-by:this Uſage he wet with at Rome, 


| berties, even as De 


Gallican Liberties might ſuffer-no Injury, and that he 


- ſhould levall men ſee, that theſe Liberties did not di 
-miniſh that Reverence, whichthe Frexch have moſt con- 


Neacitly mamtained/for the Romwan:See 'above/all other Na- 
kions ; from whence alſo wemay-obſerve,taat the Subjea 


Gallican. Liberties, which was therefore 2 proper Title 
for his Book, | gh he was unwilling to have giver it 
that Title for fear of offending the Court of Rowe,” as 


ir aceordingly hapned; and he was to. take care ſo to ab- 
-ſert: the Gallicas: Liberties; as not; to detrat from that 
'Reverence, which the French Church, as the King :a&- 
- firms, has always | 
- vince he undertook, and diſcharged; to the abundant f@- 


paid to.the:Romar See. _ This Pro- 


'risfaQion'of that King; who! employed him., whe was 
jealous enough of the: Gallican Liberties, 'as far :as wy 
were | conſiſtent with the Reverence: of: the Apoſtolic 

_ bue this work An ororge an reliſhed - Sons 
for as the King rewarded him, with ai Biſhoprick-for ir, 
| KIN himourobir for ſeveral Years; 


that they had a very jealous eye on' theſe Gallicay 'Li- 


ated ther, 5 


But our 


Ir fit to have 


Command, were the - 
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fords'of, when hs. impoſe} that taxk'oh him of writing 
ehis-Book,' for he-Etiarged him) to:-rake\ cars; thar' the 


" ww oo o ww oa t=@n > a a. dl tht . Pod jad LO OY I," 


pou UTI DO TR [ W—_ a 


WOORRAS TAU TIONS pr YE TOTSs 


ISS. 
- 


ſome Prateſiant 


Offendit tamen 

quis crederet } 
bic liber Roma- 
ua ingenia,me- 
of his Book. of the Liberties of the Galican Church, for (919% 
they ſuſpected, that he muſt be an Enemy to the Fcele-. 2c exifi- 
fiaſtical Liberties, who wrote profeſſedly for the Liberties Jay's, {398 


of the Gallicas Church, which he brands with a prob we- oprris admone- - 
fas ! as a thing ridiculous and abfird. © i Me acide 


clije Gallicane. 'Unde Romenis (quorum aures textritudint qual am plas trahuntur) prom 
ay vs  perſuadere, illum libertati eccleſiaſtice adverſari, qui de tccltfie vR_ 
me (prob nejas !) agthat ex profeſſo. Baluz. in vita Petri de Maria. p 9. | 


- In the fame place, Baluziws falls ſeverely upon Fager, 
who alſo wrote the Life of De Marta, for making him a 
Deſerter and betrayer of the Gallicav Liberties : He 
gives an Account of the Rowan Arts, to perſwade him 
to condemn ſome parts of his Book, and to infinuate thar 
the miſtakes of that Book of Concord were not owing 
to his own Will and Choice, but to the unportugate 
Commands atid Ambition of others; this Condition he 
abſolutely refuſed, though it was propoſed 'by Cardinal 
Barberint as the eaſieſt Expedient. to obtain a diſpatch of _ 
his Afﬀairs at, Rowe, This he was frequently. ſolicited to, 
and a5 conſtamly refuſed, "firmly, reſolving White he Was 
in healch-rathet”to renounce! all Right and Claim ta his 
Biſhoprick, than remit any; of the Priviledges of the Gal- 
licap Church, till at laſt rhey taking advantage of a great 
fir of Sickneſs, 'when his mind might” be ſuppoſed: as 


weak as, his Body ; he ſabſcribed.a Paper, wheteih he re- 


canted every chil i his. Boo, Whieb was contrary. to 
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72 at though De Marta did not ſo mych depreſs 
-gor Freed the Gallican Liberty as ſome French 
S} yet be he thy dud fines ely. main- 
nh 60 5 ajets rel exceptiig this ſub- 
- feription1 i hus * IUneſs,) rain! ol the Arts_and Solici- 
ratiotts” of the ke of Rome, what he thought to 
be. ths true bras 1 of the , Church's and this 
«67 Was, rea 18H, 1c 
. .oiiys 6 the Pieto GP Ris ook, 
+the Court. of Rome fl oug Ke 


err for ſaying that y* ga regis any with 
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at Ent of, that, 
1 he Son ff | Ns = ern 
fer 5 to fay, who i %;-- heR ut. if would ſtill 


prefer the Judgment. of De | pF in-ci who. was both a 
great Lawyer anda gfcae Divine, | before any. of his Ad- 
CS. EY 

halo jet 1 was not. red to jud e of this matter, 
Wael, De. Fools or t Ton gmaticks Ts Gets] in the r1 
where they differ from cach. Sher, FT all that I allea oed 
his Anthority for, as I oblenved- DeRgg, 00s to.prove, 
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ſome Proteflant Principles, Cc. 


_ 'havedone —_— forfeit my Credit yet, I do n FoE- "4 


ſire any Readers ſhould Truſt" me, but fee with their own 
Eyes ; and if they would ſerve us all fo, T know what 
would become of ſuch Writers as this Anthor. Aad he 
wiſhes it may be a means to engage me to more modeſty, and 
an abgrenent ' of my i 4h wins 6 if / 
write any; mordJ# for' 10. Toma. FX per he 
thought, «this diſcovery would have br@ke amy. lu 
ever ; butT have ventured to write once more, and may 


| do ſo again, and very modeſtly too, when I meet with 


deft Adyerfdriet. -| thank; Gbd T,conjerd® no, oj 


+ #. 4... 


living, but it is a little in my nature to 'certemn Knavery 


. and Nonſence ; and therefore if qur:Author taſts a little 


of it ſtill, I muſt beg his pardon, for I cannot 


help it. 
Asf Yitlpall 


TLSLISINRLY 


$ [1 


TALL Thc. 
ry well; only I wonder, if he be in good earneſt, why: 
the Oath of Supremacy: fhouldiNitk 1n his teeth. I have 
only one Requeſt to him, to tell me,. which was the Ip= 
fallibleCouncil,'that of Ba/il, or 7rene.s for the firſt ſubs' 
je&s the Pope toa Council, the laſt makes him ſuperior 
lk ; andit were very ſtrange, if Contradiftions ſtheuig 


” cs AAS; ) 


art-for 


ANSWER 


TO THE _ 
Neceſſity of AGREEMENT 
PLN Between the 
C ur h of England 
| AND THE 


CHURCHofROME "EE 
{Eko I proceed to-Anfocr his cond Seton, of 


the Agreement between the two Churches about 
ſome of chew impofed Terms of Communion, 1 ſhall 
ia few words rid my hands of that terrible Appendix 
oo the Prefacer aſcribes to another Author, to prove 


an Agreement between the Church 
ada. 4.4 þ San 


Fan. Rome, evidenced from the Nature 


_ Conſtitution of a National Church, Epiſcopally Eſtabli 
Thus firſt they prove, that we NY and cen 
A prove, that there is a neceſſity we ſhould 
But what need to prove that we muſt agree,did they wh 
* dieve, that we were already agreed? So bh this Appen- 
dix 


POD, | p<, —_— Y ah 


ſome Proteſtant Principles, &e. 

dix- is indved a confutation of 'the-- Book which he. En- 
Titles, "Av Agreement between the Church of gar om 17 
Church of Rome : Whereas this proves, that of neceſſity 
we ought to agree, if we will be true to our Principles; 
which ſuppoſes, that whatever our Principles are, weare 
not yet agreed. How well he has proved our Agree- 
ment, I have already ſhewn, and now ſhall briefly exa- 
mine how he proves our Neceſlity of [ 

But I muſt obſerve by the way, that though the Pre- 
facer does aſcribe this learned Piece to:another Author, 
yet he: has concealed: the true Father:- His other Author 
184 good Roman Catholick; who diſputes: in good carneſt 
from the Subordimation of: P aftors in the Church, to prove 
the Supremacy ofi aw Oecumenic or ©nrverſal Paſtor ; but 
arc. 06d 5g was an Independent Proteſtant, from 
and almoſt every word, excepting ſuch: little: variations 


as'2 Papiſt muſt of neceſſity make in an Independent's 
Writing, withoat ever confeffing his 'Benefator, or own- 


ing from -whence he had it. The Title of the Book:'is, 
Catholick Hierarchie, or the Divine Right of a'Sacred- 
Dominion in Church-and Conſtience,” traly Stated; Aferted, 
and Pleaded.' Primed for Sam. Crouch at rhe Princes 
Arms ins Pope's —_ in Eorabil; and Fho. Foxat the 
Ange in- Weſtminſter-ball, 168x. In the 14 Chap. of 
which Book; p. 76. -being a Digreſſon concerning the Sub-. 
ordination of» Paſtors ; ' whoever "has the” curiofity-may 
find this entire Treatiſe of the Neceſſity of Agreement 
between- the Church of Award and: the Church of 
Rome, onely with this difference, that the Independent. 
diſputes againſt the Subordination of Paſtors by this ve- 
ry Argument, That the: Afſtrting the Subardination of Pa- 
fltors in the Churth, doth by all good confequence infer the-Su-- 
prematy of an Ocemvenical or-Univerſal.P aftor. 


nd Viadication of -. 


n Th Dapa Bag takes bisBogk,, "NT | 
| Ky-\to prove-from. the lubordination::of 
Patone® p_ _ ought to: bein the-Chureb,! as the 
-Church of Angled owns, the neceſſity of owning an Oc- 
-cumenical Paſtor, they both indeed Gifpute agua the 
.Ghurclof my. r firſt; OLE W 
depandency; e Plagary tor Popery.. .\Now;why,might 
not the nt, had-henot had more-Wit-than his 
. Tranſriber, have entitled his Chapter,. The Neceſlity of 
Agreement between the Church of: Erg/and and-Indepen-. 
dents, becauſe, eps 40: an:Occume- 
Teal Paſtor FL therefdre ought 05a Arpanera 
the: ſubordination of Paſtats, which infers an Occumeni- 
a] Pave 3 as well as this Author calls it, A Necelity of 
between the Church of -Evg/and and Ghurch 
_of Rome; becaule they: bath agree in the: —— 
»Paſtians,/ arid:therefbre;; ushe $hinks, ought t aan 
-Qecumenical Paſtor: Nay, he had. bug forved jb is Inde- 
pendent, Authour- right, bad: he ſtiked it, The 
of; ntberween the Independents, and the Church 
\9f. Rowe, - ung nm beth agree in. this Princitle; chut 
there beau ation.of; : Paſtors) aliey .aught4o. be 
a: Dtcaumenical:Paſtor: which is the yeareft Paperyof 
ay: Prificiple I kaow's for there is notking. to be dane fn 
order to this Agreetnent, but to prove aſubordination of 
Paſtors, which is. a thouſand times cafier, than to. make 
goad «lat Gonfequente froma-ſubardinetion «fi Badiors, 
40.an Oeeumenical-Paftar:! to $221T $31279 de bar 
But kt this Authour «nabe the beſt he: canvi;his lode- 
pendent: 'Atguinents; and-cail:liis-Book what be pleaſes, . 
.mybuſint(sss eoly to ſhow, that there isina necefiity for 
hols, who dokbow/iriige.ie: vi-Paſhors, to 
l ſider his reavos in.parciculan,. T.thakkendke:ſhort 


tibordumation, 
tnanical Puſted.. rr 


with 


=» v0 vu GO my 


' Etriſt hasgiven it him; and the 


. fron Reaſon, but op morn ; 


| he 0 oles ro di 
from his aggro Author, i is this: 
Whether the aſſerting of the Subvrdinarign of - Paſtors 1 in Agreement, 


"w pain br Ge = good. conſequence, neceſſarily infer 1.6%.  . 


ic or Jurverſal Paſtor, © Now 


pads nes aſt this, and. conſequently againſt all z 77- 


his A argon whereby he proves this, is, that I will al 
low nences to.provean Inſtitution, - No man 
can have the. Authority of -ag., da ar Paſtor, -unleſs 
ore unleſs Chriſt have 

oh pc uch an Univerſal Paſtory. there can be none: 
to'ptove by conſequence, that. Chriſt has appointed 

one, ' when no ſuch Inſtitution appears. is ridiculous; 


Suppoſe then, there. were: as much reaſon for the Suproe 
 macy of an Occunienical, Biſhop over; all the Biſhops in 
Saws; as there is. for the Superiority of Biſhops over 


Presbyters, which is all the Subordination of. , that 


| we allow, of which more preſently; yet at moſtthis.can 


onely prove, that there ought to. be an Oecumenical Bi 
ſhop-and that Chy 


Pr ought to.have appointed one;; bu 
ir-don't Ne he ons, And therefore, he, who 
believes that. the Superiority of: Biſhops.over Presbyters 


isan Apoſtolical Inſtitution,. Doran hed find nofuch Inſticu- 
tion of an Univerſal Biſhop, ;can;never. be forced by any 
A En wes .own ſuch.an Univerſal Biſhop. 
au'y fait to Biſbops,” NOT. 

it then hence fol 
low, that we muſt own the: Amotor of. an-Univerſfal 
Biſhop, for ſome pretended Reaſons without an, Iaſtituti- 
on? What is inatter of Inſtjcotion depends wholly-upon 
the Divite Will and Pleaſure ;. and thoughall men will 
grant; chit God and Chriſt have always great. reaſon for 


| rheir Tnſtirurions, yet it is not the Reaſon;- but the Au- 
K 


_ fhority 


ought now ro betieve tomapreys, 


. we think thery we rexfors' to'be/affigned why it ſhould 
be - And thus in'our caſe, though we” ſhould not. ſhew 
why Chriſt ſhould inflitute'the” Ap obey Office, and 


Power Cnos oh 
viour* 'to/ Pre: 


ng Ji 


tin 


cortiÞtait s re wit un 
in, whar he fays.” 
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- We: We 
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yd. the ES, ng 
turch of Exgland is not the GC 
Church, 


Cinech,/ no morodhun te Church Lows pear 


, 


forwity to the 


wr Phra jaar 
Hon that they are the Laws a prin . 
lick Church, a3*the People do 
ButT-percvive he'ithinks, thar hover are 


as'they are in fore other places; but. /we itell 
ruey tor very body ofcommon ſenſeunderfiands with- 
out tellin aback Exand exhort them 10 0- 
we ofithe Church, CER tyahe Laws of -. 
CEE ER 
, vas not] 

Laws'to- ter own' Members, before. he il ped 

this, 2s Jach' a+ meer Scarecrow x: for. his: dj 7 ons 

| rwece A and The Church, Jocs not þ 


cell iQ <. 
Moon Ap whence: Fenders ho Dad 
EE iiftoiti Orders, or: 5 offſwals 

ON aletdes, or under hwother in 

This he zppliesto Parhfardhates, "National; rnitorp Di- 
ocefan, -Ohurehes ; the Rowaniſfs the lays acuor op. cal 
whey 4 Urhve-t the moREC atholich Vi and Paffor 
in The World, Te. a Occultrenidal Paſtor: Fil _ 
2 ant 
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ou Prelazes and Debtors (wwbo-go not: De Sherlock's- _y S 


o ſay; that there :are wo'degrees "Shbirdinarite' in; the afe 
| mo part, above need Church ad Paſtor. 


defended \my* way;;:whieh this Author, Ifind, 
pros montane ng 0 mare than he ces vimp he fl 
ho Fo and therefore I 


_ Own: AY 


of —_ Kh 

webes: and how, 07 we wk 
y Ctr Gert Poſer -with a kind. of 

| ul ability; a5 he- inſiruates, 1 haye-glregdy 
ſhewn ar largs : \Though+ishink there never, was a more 
ſknſclels.S that no Charch-can-exerciſe any Au- 
tliority' and. JuriſchRtion; -ri0n--puotſh. 'the;-Diſobedicne, 
without: -t0-Infallibiliey;: which would over- 


throw all-Government-in ithe World, unleſs Princes, and 
 Parerits, and Maſters be Infallible too: And the reaſog he 


gives of -it: is as abſurd to the pn that. 37s the moi# un- 
paSialdeayraal thing-in the World. for me.to. pretend 
axather to believe aud fe that which 1 


am wot 
d t6 be truth : As if 'no-man could be cerzgin of any 
without Infallibility. Nowall his Arguments; je 
cd up this Miſta e, thar we own a-Syperiority of 
one Biſhop over another, that Biſhops own \Obedjence 
and\Subjettion'te': Archbiſhops\aud Primates; "nd they to 
Patriarchs; ; whereas. we-own:ndq' (ſuch thing,. but teach, 


that all-Biſhops'arc equal, as] have already. explained it;- % 
and that theſe combinations- of Biſhops into. Archiepiſco- - 
paland National Churches; are:not/ for dire a&s of Go- - 


hinted ne Ale eget Ss 
Us K 


- al Adviee and-Counſel» Al: his Argumeotaifromt 


periour 


& Subordiaation 
gr : 
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tick Reaſon for an T/ 


periour:Power of Archbiſhops, Metropolitans, and/Patri» 
archs, to prove/thar therg muſt be an Univesſal Paſtor, 
fall with it.7 7/1 

3. By an: Occumenic Paſtor, he means the  niverſal Fi. 
fble Ruling Head of the Catholick Organized Church Mili- 
tant... This is cafily. nndexſtoad; the the only: difficulty. is to 
prove;thar the-Garholick Oburchis ſuch an organized boe 
dy.,: as:muſt. have an univerſal viſible ruling Head. 

And'thus 1 conie to-hisReaſans., whereby he proves, 
that the Subordination of Paſtorsin the Chi does n&« 
ceſlarily infer the Supremacy of an Oecumenick or Uni- 
verſal Paſtor 
- 4; His firſt Argument i is, that there i 4s the ſame Polis ee. P.65- 
wiverſal Paſtor that there is for any ſuf. SEA: £:77- 
ordinate Paſtor, that hath Paſtors. ſubjefed. unto him. Now 
ſuppoſe this were true, we do not ſound the original right 
of' Government, of ſuperiority and ſubjetion between 
the Paſtors of 'the-Church, upon any-politick Reaſons,but 
only. upon Inſtitution ; and therefore the Policick 
Reaſons were the fame, if the Inſtitution be not.the lame, 
that makes an eſſentialdifference , and ſpoils all the Ar- 
guatcnts from & parity of Reaſon. 

The-odly Subordination: we allow of, isthe Subordi. 
nation of- Preaby ters to thew Biſhops, -and that we found 
on an: Apoſtalick Inſtitution, and if we will ſpeak in 
the Ancient. Language , this is nor the Subordination of 
ane\Paſtor to.another : :for none were called. the Paſtors 
of pd Church in-St. Cypriays days but Biſhops, who are 

the Apoſtles Succeſſors, to. whom Chriſt intruſted.the 

care of feeding his Sheep. ' For though Presbyters. are 


intruſted.with the care of- the Flock , yet. they are. not 


compleat Paſtors., becauſe they are. under; the direQion 
and government of theif Biſhop inche Exerciſe of | their | 


Miniſtry , - and according to {g9azius- hieRule muſt do; 
no= 
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= Proteſt Prinetplee, & F< 69: | 
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nothi WE ag peo 
verhe rand: Paſtors of rheir | 


ftorsxo eat drher. © Thisour 
meer wrote 
or gh tr halt 7 a:Diaceſant 
Hb P: | Paſtors, the" chief en 


uſes, regulation avidl eridination of 'bis Clengy, unity, or- 

der, wniformity. * Now-our 
ble, that there weswotiuch a Sibordination/between Bi- 
ſho - as there is of Presbyters to Biſhops , and therefore 
_ 4 Diveeſan' nt0 4 "Provincial Paſtor wu 
| Song his eros re Biſboys ; and regulation and or donation af 
Aboſes, and Confecration of W- 
oy; Bo hates wes conſcious $0 Hime, that there os 
not the ſame 
ſhops toexchother, ther there is for the Subbrejniticn-of 


Presbyters rotheir Bfhops, which is the only Sobordina- 


ravone. 

But is hay not a Subordiation of Biſhops to acl 
biſhops alloived and/pra@ifed inthe'Church of Zante 
ORETIS CO ay Ind tad ; and it -ohis 

thought ne tothe unity a over mmnent 
of « Nacional Chvrch , 25 there riot not greater weed for” Pi 
principiam unitars & re imins, a principle of unityand: 
ernment i Nation! Churches 4 Parrt- 
eqn al n one horror rok ns, 
in one Primateſ#.;/ or for ſubjefling Divecſans 30 their ne- 

Provincials ? Vofied the whole force of the an- 


Trail briefly-confider ts : 
'F. Thc 


int Fu ain Hetermination of Ecdojats. 
Popith Tranſcriber was ſenfi- 


reaſoit'for the 'Subordmation of Bp 


tionwe own , and thus T 'pight diſmiſs tis firſt Argu- | 
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'r:- Then Fobfcrve ,. that whatever ſuperiority! or jib 
risdiion Archbithops challenge over Biſhops, it is but a 
Hue Jaflitution'z for ll Biſhops, with reſpect to: the 

Inflicution- of Epifſcopacy, are equal : and thero- 
fora the ſaperierny of Archdifhops ovenBiſhops eangor 
prove, that Chridd hav appoinead's Supe cam Paſtor over 
tlie the whole Churet, and allthe Biſtops of ie; for Chriſt 
has not made at Archbiſhop fuperiour to + Biſhop, much 
has a Pope. fuperior to then all, Sothet ar mod}, if they 
Proceed upon this Argumenthey moſt quit.all pretence 
to Divine Right, and Stcoleb the Pope to be as very a 
Humans" Creature- as an Archbiſhop s , and then we 
know: what to fey to them. . 
2. For the being and authority of Archbiſhops, ' and 
conſequently of ſuch an Oceumenical Biſhop, is not ne 


eeffary and cffental to- the unity'of the Church, as no. 


Humane Inftitution can be : Chrift Inſtituted his Church, 


NERY Chureh,withour Arehbifhops and Metro-. 


ans, and conſequently without an Oceumenical Br 
_ and therefore they cannot be-neeeffiry tatheunit 
of the Church: - For if { Chrift inſtitured this one Chur 
ins parity of Biſhops, it muſt-be one without ſuch a fu- 
perzority,, as is only of Humane inftirution. The Church 


cannot be one withour the effentiaf prineiple of rm hen | 


if an Ozcumenical Paſtor be this/eſfential p car wie 
wry, thenonher he muſt be appointed by Chr and fo 


his inſtitution does nor refulr froma parity wy reaſorr with 


the Archiepiſcopat and Patriarehal Authority,which were 
| not Tnſtitured- by Chriſt , and then this Argument is 
loſt; or elſe Chriſt inſtigated one Church withourthe ef 


entinf. pr ineiple of unity, which is as great an abſurdiry 


as.to fay, that there can be one Church without a princy - 


plegf- unity, 


3. As the Archiepiſcopal ang Patriarchal Authority i is 


Ort 
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originally of. Thug Inftirution,, lo. A565 that:-be- 
forethe Church was incorporated into the State:, and it 
may-be ſome-time after, it did not give a dire Authori- 
ty and -jurisdi&ion to. one Biſhop, over another: For St. 
Cyprian, who was a, Primate himſelf, diſowns ſuch an au- 
thoricy, as makes them Biſhops of Bil ; -and.in-St, 
Feromes time the Biſhop was the higheſt order in the 
Church-; -and of what place ſoever they were Biſhops 
they were all Equal, which. is a contradiQion, if ane har | 
a duet ſuperiority over another; and' therefore ſucf 
combinations. of.- (as I have often obſerved) were 

- not eſſential.to the unity, of the Church, þut were a good 
prudential means to maintaina ſtri& - allyance between 
Neighbour Biſhops , was. very uſeful for mutual advice 
en es te ny Dae: 
when every. particu p,thou t 
tent in his own Church., yet -did.not: a&:meerly 

_ upon his own Head, but with. the conſent. and adyiſe of 
the whole Province, or Patriarchate, which confirmed the 
Authority ,of every. Biſhop, when.thoſe,, who: were. ow | 
ly.cenfured by their Biſhop ,. faw. it.in Henne er | 
to other Biſhops ,- whoall oblerned the lamerules: 0 
cipline: and an Archbiſhop or Primate was very pork 
ry in ſuch combinations, not for ugity and-goveroment, 

- but for order, as it is in. all other Bodies and Societies of 
men: at leaſt not for any adts of. Goyernmentover, their | 
fellow Biſhops,but ſuch as did belong in cammon;to them 

| All, asordaining Biſhops for vacant Sees , or compo pou 
ſuch differences as the fingle Authority of the vohep 

' not compoſe in his own Dioceſs, 

4+ Ireadily- grant, that ſince the Churchis.1 

| ted into the State, Archbiſhops and Metropolitans have 
a pl, pn -and more dire&t Authority over their C 

a5 far as:the Canons of the Church confirmed by -the Su- 

preme 
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pretne National Authority extend : "but y 


| political Aurhoriy- 


than I have now axphained';- 4s-not #/Pure' EE < fo 
Authority, but a mit Authority derived from 'theCi- 
vilPowers, -and this' may be greater or fefs, as rheCivil 
Powers pleafe.. 'All computfory jurixdiaion nut be de- 
rived from the Givil Powers,becauſe the Church com pn 
of her own/; 'atid when the Church is'inco 

the Stare; as it is very fitting, that the Eccleſiaſtical Ki 
thority ſhould: be' by the Civil Authority , fb 
thoſe, who have the exerciſe of this Ecctefiaftical Autho- 
rity , ſem the fitteſt perſons to be entruſted with ſuch 
a Civil Jurisdi@tionasis thought convenient to give force 
wit: which is thetrne original of that mize bs ae 
which the Biſhops and Archbiſhops now exerciſe b 
Canonsof the Charch, and the Laws of the Land. 

But thougtr his juſtifies the Arclyepifcopal or Metro- 
vver a National Church, yet, it is 2 
demonſtrativn, :chat there -can be no fach Occurnegical 
Paſtor, as thete is @Natiotial Archbiſhop, unleſs we could 
find un Univerſal Monarch too, as well as a King of Eug- 
land, of France or Spain ; for otherwiſe, whence ſhould 
this Univerſal Paſtor derive His Occumenic Atthority, 
uhnles there” bean Umverfaf Prince Meerly confideragd 
of Furiſdidtion over 4 


232 —_— he has no Sup 

ny of hiv Collegieor ops; jt fr can never 
have tucha FarifdiRtion over the U Univerſal Church, 'as a 
Mctropolitan nee mocmpe= Church, unttfs there be 
an Unwerſal- King oh this VUniverfil Abthority 
to him, wer Bon of 'Wnelaitl, "of F/axce;-. or 
Spas, to give fuch 'n NaF thority to their Patri- 


archs and Primates: Whereas the Pape of Rome js fo far 
amr 1, from Seeular Princes, that 


he \challcnges « Superionr' Abt Nopet them x00 thei 


fenſe- 


Subje&s in their - 6wn a Kal 


\  ſenſlek1it is to infer the Authority of an. Univerſal Bi- 

ſhop or Paſtor from the Aurhojity of # National Primate, 
becauſe they cannot. derive [their Authority. the fame 
ways there being no Univerſal Monarch to give him 


Authority ;. and the Biſhop -of 'Rowe, who alone 


challenges this Univerſal Paſtorſhip, 'is ſo far from own- 
ing ſuch a Title to it, that he aſſumes an Authority over 
Soveraign-Princes, And therefore though it may: be 


prdongns in an ndependent to uſe ſuch. an Argument 
O 


r the Pope's Authority, I know not how our Popiſh 
Plagiary, will come off with it; for ;it effeAually over- 
throws all pretences.to a Papal Supremacy, to derive it 
from no higher Principle than what gives being to a Na- 
tional Primacy,. which is not the Inſtitution of Chriſt, 
but the Authority of Soveraign Princes, and Civil Pow- 
ers.; which the Pope cannot have, and if he could, would 
think ſcora to receive his Power from them: For that 
would ſpoil his claim as Chriſt's Vigar, andSt. Peter's Suc- 
eſſor ; and they who give can-take away too, - | 

5. But ſetting aſide all this, thereis not a parity of rea- 
fon for an Oecumenic Paſtor, anda-National Primate, nei- 
ther of them, are neceſſary to the Unity of the Church, 
which is preſerved by the-concord and, agreement of Bi- 
ſhops,. not-by ſuch a governing Authority and fiperiour 
Power of one Biſhop over another : As for Advice and 
Counſel, ſuch a National combination of Biſhops under a 
Metropolitan, may. be of, great uſe, ;becauſe all the Bi- 
ſhops in a Nation may. without. any inconvenience meet 
together ; but there is-not. the fame reaſon-for an Univer: 
fal Biſhop,. becauſe all the Biſhops io the World: cannot 
meet together in.Council. with him, as I haye already dif- 
courſed, And az for ſome peculiaraQs of Authority.and 

dent=- 


eſiaſtical and. Civil Authority; this may very pru- 
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ſome Protiflent Pridieiples, &c.. 


4 dently be intruſted with « National Ptirhare: Bur it is 
” both an intolerable grievance, 'which has been complain- 
. edof by Roman Catholick- Princes and People, that Ap- 
" peals ſhould lie to Rowe, and the Biſhops and People © 
-4 all Nations in the World, be forced to have their Cauſes 
1 heard there; and- it is a derogation from the Authority 
h of Soveraign Princes, 'to have a Foreign Biſhop exerciſe a 
"op ſuperiour JuriſdiQion in their own 'Kingdoms, This 1 
' . think is ſufficient, if men bereaſonable, to anfiver his firſt 
: Politick Reaſon for an Univerſal Paſtor. 
" | . 2. His next ment is very Comical; the whole ae. p. 57. 
© | of which he has borrowed alſo from-his Independent C«tb. Himer- 
4 Author, though ſometimeshe ventures upon new Phraſes,  '* 
- and new IHlaſtrations, which make it more comical till : 


He proves, that they that maintain the Government of the 
, . Church. by Biſhops, Archbiſhops, Primates, &c. muf? alſo 
own and acknowledge an Univerſal Vifble Paſtor, from the 

4 nature of an Univerſal Viſible Church.” . This may be true 
for og I know ; for who can'tell but his &c. which is 
ail he has added to the Original, may include an Univer- 
fal Paſtor 2 But his Argument is fallaciouſly put, (which 
I confeſsis none of his fault,” but'his Author's, whom he 
has honeſtly Copied) it-ſhoutd have been this, thoſe who 
aſſert the Government of rhe Chureh by Biſhops, Archbiſhops, 
Primates, (though he ſhould have left out Biſhops, as he 
| did in his former Argument, becauſe their Authority isof 
a diſtin: conſideration- from Archbiſhops and Primates) 
from the nature-of an Univerſal Viſible Church, mu#t alſo 

own an Univerſal Vifible Paſtor fromthe _— an Vni- 

verſal Vifible Church : For if we do nor derive the Autho- 
rity of Archbiſhops and Primates, from the nature and. ef- 
ſential Conſtitution of the:Catholick Church, as it is evi- 
dent weda.not; how can the nature of the Yniverſal Yi 
fible Church, force us to own ant Univer(atPARSF, when it 
an L 2 does 
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tat ghavgh mageup of Organiz- 

If parts. But this, we-quaſi nat. fay. Frothewes ſpoil'bis 

;. 30d. yedhe, knows that: every ane, .whacde- 

DN REDESIEDEED 

@- tis 

will-allow/the whale Church to be en orge- 

is tgbeuoder. the Government of an 

TOY ther you maſt awn.ap: Univerſal Pa- 
r hut. ik agrody 

,t W.ck toon, _ 

fo: perverſe as to 

own, partic r National —— beiOrganized Bo- 

dies, 2nd. to deny the Univerſal Qhareh to.be thus Orga- 

nizcd, Fa wel do). thenthey may. 0wn:@ National Pri- 


bak 
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. Mate, and an Occumenicel Paſtor; nod if men own 


the or h tabefach 
maſt own anUniverſl Paſtor,” 


my 
and Primates might have been lefirontief this Argumen 
becauſe they. Ugafien ors EC y hn 
:h0\his deſign, « to-prove that 
thoſe who. own Archbibop and Primazes muſt own an 
her lagi 
ell, but he undertakes for us, that we will not grant, 
that the Univerſal Church i 1s a0 avorgavized Body ; Keanſ 
; for - particular 8v-ordinate 
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Chiurobes, Congregational; op Procbyterias : : If ke had aid 


Epiſcopal, -he tad faid righe, and we know-no inconveni- 
ence: in this #0 ſay; that all Epiſcopal Churches are Co- 
—— fince alt Biſhops by an original Ri ht aye equal. 
d65, if the Catholic Church be « d. in its 
Q- aterptation and extent; comprohending the Militant 

Friumphant' Parts, . the Seripture tells us, it's an Orga- 


called a Body of which the Lord Fefus 
—_— phe Nik,  Eitad. ' This is purely his own, for 


- his. Author id ehores Wit than to ſay it : The whoke 
. .Church- Militant and: Tramphant, or the Church in 


Earth- and Heaven, is} but one-Chureh; and vhis one 
Church is united to Chriſt, the Head of the Church, and 
this: proves, that the Church on Earth cannot: have any 
other Head, 2s the Principle of Unity, but only Chriſt: 

For the-Head of the Church muſt be the Head of the 
whole Church, as-the Head is'the Head of the whole Bo- 
dy £ And therefore the Church-on Earth, being part of- 
the Church, not the whole (for the Church-in Heaven ts 
the largeſt, and-beft part of the'Body) \it cannot have a.- 
viſible Head on Earth, becauſe fach a Head cannot be. 
the Head of the whole Body: ; for thoſe 'who lay- tho Bj- 


ſhop: of Rowe is. the Head of the viſible Mikeane-Church : - 


on Earth, yet never-pretended; rhat. he is the Head of 
the inviſible Triumphant Church in Heaven ; now the 
Church oa,Earth carr never have a Head, which is not. 
the Head of the Church in Heaven, unleſs we wall fay, 
that part of a Body, as-the- Church. on Farth-is, may 
have a Head by it ſelf, which-is not Head to the- other - - 
part of the Body, which is a thing, that Mver was heard | 
of in the World before, that a Head ſhould: be Head 
only to part of the Body, and not to the whole, when 
the Body is but one. © 

But what does he mean, when” he ſays, that the- 
Church 


y 4 < % Py - - 
* - * A Vindication of | 


Ghurch Militant and Triamphent,. is an Organized \Boy 


.dy : What Organization is there in the Church Trium- 
phant? They arc all indeed united; to Chriſt, and fo are 
is Body, but there are no different organical Parts in this 


inthe Church in Heaven, no diſtinQioa between Clergy 
and Laity, Prophets and Apoſtles, Paſtors and Teachers 


there, for theſe Offices ceaſe with the ufe of them, end 


therefore they are not united to Chriſt in one ical 


Body , which has different Members, and > in - 
Heaven ; . and therefore tho the Church on Earth conſiſts. 


.of ſuch organized Bodies, yet it is not their Or- 
ganization, which unites them to Chriſt, for then this 
would be neceſſary in Heaven, as well as in Eartth, for 
the ſame one Body, and every part of it, muſt be united 
to Chriſt in the ſame manner, and by the ſame. kind of 
Union ; and if the Union of the Church on Earth' does 
not conſiſt in its Organization, to be ſure, there is'no ne- 
ceſlity, that the whole Church on Earth ſhould be one 
organized Body, to make it'the Body of Chriſt. 'The 
Organization of particular Churches is for the Edification 
and good Government of all the Members of it,- not ime 
mediately for their Union to Chriſt, and therefore. if the 
whole Church may be edified, and well governed, by 
the Organization of particular Churches, the Church be- 
ing calked the Body of Chriſt, cannot prove, that the 
whole Church on Earth is, one organical Body. KING 

But if particular Churches be. organized, 2f's moF# nas 
. tural and fit; that the Mother Teeming Church; ſhould have 

the moFf. prof tionate Adaptation of Parts. - 4 Mother 
that brings bark organized Children, is ſuppoſed. to be or- 


ganized her ſelf. Nihil dat quod non habet : Wherefore 
all other leſs comprehenfrve Churches, coming out of the 
Womb of Mother Charch, and proved to be organized Bodies, 

| | tt s 
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ſome Proteſtant Principles, &c. 


it's naturally neceſſary, that ſhe her ſelf ſhould be - 
MeOUS, -OF. of ſents kind, otherwiſe the Mother mui? _—_ 


"monſtrons than the Daughters. Here he forſakes his Guide 


again, and falls into Nonſenſe. © Could he. find out a Mo- 
ther Church, which-is none of the Daughters, a Catho» 
lick Church; which is diftin&t from all Particulars, this 
would be'a notable Argument indeed, to prove the Ca 
tholick Church to ' be organized , becauſe- particular 
Churches are ; but if therebenoTecming Mother Church,. 
but what is a particular Church.it ſelf, if no Church brings. 
forth Churches, 'as a Woman brings forth her Daughters, 


Tay if Churches are not broughe forth, but Chriſtians, 


who are afterwards formed into Church-Societies, if all 
this at beſt be nothing but Metaphor and Alluſion,and that 
without any real likeneſs and fimilitude too, we may fafe- 
ly allow him ſuch kind of Argumeats as theſe , for his. 
organized Catholick Chuxchz k 

Well but now thefe particular Churches are transform 
ed from von gourd into integral Parts of. the Mother Ca» 
tholick Church, nay, are Daughters and integral Parts 
too, which conſtitute the Mothers and then a Body which 


is made up of Organized Parts, is always it ſelf Organized, 
e.'g. in at f toc. in.a Man the bak hand, le, uf, are 
each gn for the compleating the totality s that part ; 
and therefore are becoming Organs to the whole man, and” 
bence the man is an Organized Body. Now indeed if the 
whole Church were ſuch a Body as the natural Body of- a 


Man is, and did confift: of particular Churches, which did- 


as much. differ in their nature, and uſe; and organization; . 
as the head, and hand, and legs, do-in the natural Body ;. 
this were a. very notabk Argument to prove the whole 


. Church to be an organized Body, conſiſting of particular 


Churches, - as' of integral Parts: But now the Apoſtle 
makes every. particular Church to be ſuch an ____ | 
| Body: 
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 _ Body, coukilling of all che in | Parts af. u 
Cor: anbal rope; na 
ore particular rc oem ag ome 
Pars of the Caholick Church , as the hands or 
of a humane Body, which is made up of frond ati 
anembers of a di crent nature, but as we vga: wholes, 
every : particular Church being a .complete - and . entire 
-Church,: not 2 part of a Church ; pon” the Cachdlick 


-Church is conſidered as.one, not ſo much by uniting all 


particular Churches, conſidered as particular Churches, 
which is tounite a great imany wholes together, to make 


one whole, which is perfectly rajncelbigible ; but by uni 


ting the ſeveral parts, 'of which each particular Chutch 
—_— into-one, they the fame in all ; and this 

One Of ized Catholick Church, of the fame na- 
_ = qgetyr _— the ſame _—_ bgogray 
with every particular organized Chur n- 
Kance : bref ociemus —_— Church, as I have now 
abſerved, 'cadſifts of a Bi Preebyrers, Deacons, and 
faithful People, and the whole Catholick Church confiſts 
EOS and can have no other ; and nf See _ 
| make vp this Catholick Church, ei forme ab 
particular Charches, and yet particular Churches acc.nat 
Partsof a Church, but compleat entire Churches, | as ha- 


ving: dll the integral Parts, of a perfe& Church, and | 


therefore particular organiz'd Churches cannot make up 
a whlioke Charch, as the feveral Parts make. 3 whole B&- 
dy, : becamfe they are cach of them-a whole 3 'where-then 
ſhall we find-Biſhops, Presbyters,' Deacons, 'Pocple,. to 
make up:one Catholick Church ? Now in this caſe there 
can be no other Notion of the Catholick Church, bue the 
Union' of the fame Parts of all particular Qhurchies intb 
"wn and then the Union of | all rheſe united Parts'1nto 


one 
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ne Body, .makes the one Catholick Church: As t6 ex 
plain this) briefly. - | FEST HET 
. St. Cyprian tells us, that there is but one Epiſcopacy, 


. or one Biſhoprick, as I have already ſhown; and there- 


fore all the Biſhops, who are now diſperſed over all the 
World, . and have the Supream Government of their par- 
ticular Churches, muſt be reckoned but one Biſhop ; for 
th6 their natural Perſons are diſtin&, they are but one 
Eccleſiaſtical Perſon, their Office, Power, and Dignity, 
being one and the ſame, not divided into Parts, but ex- 


grciſed by all of them in their ſeveral Churches, with the 


ſame fulneſs and plenitude of Power ; and thus we have 
found out one Biſhop' for rhe one Catholick Church, all 


the Biſhops in the World being but one, for thd they are 


many diſtin& Perſons, they are but one Power, and ex:- 
ercile the ſame Office , without Diviſion or Multiplica- 


| tion. And thus all the Presbytersin the World; who are 


under the Direction and Government of their ſeveral Bi- 
ſhops, are but one Presbytery of the Catholick Church, 
for if the Epiſcopacy be but one, the Presbytery muſt 
be hut one alfo, in ſubordination to this one Bpiſcopdcy, 


the like may be ſaid of Deacons, and of Chriſtian Peop 

' that they are but one: Body and Communion under-one 
Biſhop. Where there is but one Biſhop, there can be but 
one Church ,. and therefore one Epiſcopacy- unites all 


Chriſtians into one Body and Communion : How this is 


_ conſiſtant -with the many Schiſms and Diviſions of Ss 


Chriſtian Church, ſhall be accbunted for elſe-where. Thi 

is a plain intelligible account, how all the -particular 
Churches in the World: are but one Church, becauſe all 
the Parts and Members, which anſwer to each other in 
theſe particular Churehes! are 'but one by the Inſtitution, 
of Chriſt : All their Biſhops but one Biſhop, - all their 
Presbyters but one Presbytery, - the Chriſtians of par- 


ticular . 
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ticular Churches, but one Body-ard' Comthunion; 21d 
thus the Catholick Church is an organize& Bady, corififk. 


ches conſtitute the: Catholick: Church, tHentheſt partien- 
far: Churches muſt conſtitute the Catholiek CHurcli; juft 
as they. are. cofiſtitured themſelves; thats is; of Biſhops, 
Presbyters,. and People; and'therefore #1 the Biſhops of 
particular Chyrclics,, mul maker but one Catholick Epif- 
Dpacy, all the: Presbprers; butions Presbytery, all rhe 
Chriſtian People, but: onz-Body and! Communion ;-and 
then the-Catholick Church, ang particular Churchies are 
—_ the ſatne, one Body of Biſhops; Ptesbytetrs, and 
cople. Fr, ORR he 
And this. utterly deftroys: alt: ſubordination between 
Biſbops,. for if to the-Notionof the Catholick Chearch; alt 
Biſhops muſt: be conſidered: as/one!, than-every Biſhop 


muſt 
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ſome Preteſlamt Peintiples, 8c. 
muſt be equal, for an-inferior and ſuperior Biſhop cannot 
be bne : And'if the Notion of the Catholick Church did 
require one Supream Qecumenical Paſtor, to whom all 
particular Biſhops are ſubordinate, then the Catholick 


* and particular Churches are not of the ſame Species, -for. 


the one has a foveraign, the other a ſubordinate blcad, 
and thexefare is nota eompleat and perfet Church, nar 
of the fameikind with the Church, which has. the fove- 
rign Head. _ 

Aod thus T think, 1 might ſafely diſmiſs af our Au- 
thar'sCeniciſms, about the foveral kinds of Torums , 
which he bas tranſeribed from the Independent Copy, 
pom peculiar Abfurdities of his own : For FA 
CGathohat Church properly ſpeaking is no Tatum at all, 
with reſpe& to particular Churches, which arc not pro- 
wy Gy the Catholick Church, cenfidered as par« 
ticular arganized.Chureches, but the Catholick Church is 
ong Church, by the Union of all the correſponding Parts 
of particular Churches, which we have no example of, 
that. I know in. Nature, nor is it to be expeQed to find 
ws jos as fach Myſtical Unjeas in Natyre, which 
depend nogupon Nature, but upon Inſtitution, bur it 
may nathe amiſs brigfly to ſhow our Author's great $Kill 
ig fuch matters. EM, Del | 
. 'He rakes it. for granted, that the Church Cathotick 
muſt he forne kiad of Totum or whole, and therefore yn- 
destakes toprove that in afFotums there muſt be. a Sub- 
ordinazion of parts, 21d therefore there- muſt be a Sy- 
prexae : Qecumenical Paſtor in the Catholick Church, 
Now hefays,. Zotum is wofF legally (I ſuppoſe itſhould be 
Logieally) divided into guatenus intexram, and quatentys. 
gore 3 luch a whole as a Body 15, which has all its parts, 
or ſuch a whole as a Genus is to a SPECIES ; and-one of 


theſe he: thinks the Catholick Church muſt be : But then 
ol M 2 | his 


his. Author minded him, that there was an aggregate 
whole, ſuch a whole as a heap of Cornis, but he told him 
alſo, that this was but a kind of Integrum ; though if 
this Integrum ſignifies ſuch a whole as has integrating 
Parts, the union of which makes the whole , - ſuch 
an Aggregate as has neither any parts nor any'union, 1s 


a pretty kind of Integrum, but reduction may do great 


things, and therefore I won't diſpute. that : .but fince-he 
has named this Aggregate whole, if any man ſhould be 
ſo perverſe as to ſay that the Cathalick Church is ſuch-an 
aggregate Body, conſiſting of all particular co-ordinate 

urches ; what would become of his Subordination- of 
Paſtors; for what Subordination is there in .aggregate 
Bodies, in thoſe Grains ſuppoſe, which make up.a heap of 
Corn, which are all alike? The Independent Author fore- 
 faw this ObjeQion, but .medles not. with it, like a wiſe 
man who would not. conjure. up a Devil which he could” 
not lay ;. but this Tranſcriber is bold and.brave, and 
ſometimes. ventures out, of his depth without his Blad- 
ders, and then he is uſually dueked for. it.: . He tells us, 


þ. 70.. That. an aggregate whole . has integral parts; 


which I believe is a new. Notion; for. I thought it had 
been a colle&ion of incoherent things, which had no u- 
nion nor-relation to each other, as parts have to the 
whole: But haw much he underſtands of this matter, ap- 
pears from the exampke he gives, for he takes.an Army 
to be ſuch an aggregated whole ; if he had faid:a Rout or 
a Rabble had been ſuch an Aggregate, he had come near 
the buſineſs; but I fear the King's Guards will not take it 
well to be thought a meer aggregate Body : But he could 
find no other Aggregate, wherein there is a Subordinati- 


on of parts, and therefore an Army muſt paſs for ſuch an” 


e i So ID1 
© Butlet us conſider his 7otum integrum, which is a News: 
r 


Aggregat L 
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fome Pioteftnt"Principles, 8c. 


ral or Political 'whole;: ſeetr as the Body -vf Man, or a 


Community is, which is inzde'vp'of ſeveral-parts, which 
are integral and eflential to its- compoſition. - 'Now ac- 
cording to the right Notion of Subordination,” the whole-1z 
divided txro the next,” but greater parts; and they into the 
ext. lefſer; and they into leſſer, 'or-leafof 0a. © Well then; 
let us apply. this'to the *Body of Mano; which are -the 
preater 'and. leſſer parts, and leaſt of all into which it. 
mult be divided : Which are the Superiour, and which 
the Subordinate -Parts'in a Humane Body 2: There are 
ſome indeed which are higher, and others lower in-the 
ſcituation of the Bedy'; fome'more nobk- and more-yſe- 
ful than others; bat there is no' Subordination between 
them, . that 1 know'of, but the Soul governs them all, 
and they have the fame care one of another. Indeed: 
Subordination'relates'onely to governed Societies; which 
may+be divided-as he ſpeaks into-greater'or leſs,” ſuperior 
or ſubordinate; Parts:;''which -is another kind+of Inte- 
grum;ſuch as we call a Community. -But ſuppoſethis be 
what he means by bis-Integrum, nota Natural, but a Po-- 
litical-whole ;'/how does-he prove that in every ſuch-Tn-- 
tegrum; there muſt be ſach a Subordination'of parts, as 
at laſt: centers in'one Supreme Governour? 'For what 
does he think of Democracies, or Ariſtocracies?-' Who is 
the Supreme where all are equal And ſhould-any man- 
fay;: that all the Biſhops of. the Catholick-Church are e-- 
qual, without-any ſupreme Head over them, as Democra-- 
tical or Ariftocratical Princes are, how: would he be able 


to confute him from his notion of Integrum?* And theres - 


fore the meer notion of an Integrum will not: prove ſuch - 
a:Subordination of parts, as.center in one.ſupreme Head; 
but he muſt prove thar the conſtitution of the Chriſftian- 
Church: is ſuch, as ivunder the: Government of: one ſu- 
preime viſible Head. h pk _ 


©IWL \ LJ ib. | 
iSmnavt Totem is Generics Hig Author bad cankefs 
hat his fnss pot belong tothe Church 5 and he con- 
eg.tiafter hint in: the very ſame words: [This Notion 
Fiat Cp Arr re becauſe acoerding.to the ogy =o 
gical aud -Theiagical os repens a Gemiis,..doth 
gd oak Hoy pee of the Catbobet Ehurch, it being 
roperty.an dntegrum: than a' Genus. 1 And yet he 
—_ got loſe this opportunity neither, to let nsſee -his - 
great. Skill in Logick : hut ſince they bath confeſs, it is 
OO the purpoſe, I hall not trouble my Readers 
WIS; Itz> © 
+3. Herargyes' from the nature of | Sabprdinaties it 
of any binds which almays- ſuppoſes a: Supreraiia & 


i 
| et Hud if there be is the Church a Subordination 


ff Fallers, a8.0ur-Frotchaut Na aſſert; the there: muſt 
Fai rr « wel - me..cohine ere Vizs of Carholick 


dats as | 
niverſal Paſtor. For: he 6ells vs; ; bis holds in; apy hind 
of Subogginarion; ;We-da grant indecd; that-there is a 
Subargination.of Pators.in the. Ghazcb, 7. 4. that Prof. 
byters are Subordinate to-Biſbops 3 bur: we ay with all 
Agtiquiey: that a Biſhop; even a Diacefan Biſkop, is nat 
the laweli. but :the highe@ term;-for @ Biſhop. is | the 
highe& Qedler.io the Qburch, and all A_—_— of equal: 
Power; and this ca_—_ any danger of 0,28 
I have-alreqdy 1ho : | 

- 4+ Hisnext — is from hedariuati FOR FU, 
of. Baftaral Qffre and Paner." The: Sum of whichia thove:! 
15. this, thabevery Paſtormuſ} necewe hisPaRtoral Powes, 
- from ſome Superior Paſtor, that as Presbyters/are ordaine+ 
ed 


a hl. 
« "i 
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_ eoNe-Hhe 'Hidependimt well enviigh, 


_  aphooveray Authietity to confer Otders, may cetrifinly 
' vohfbe them} wherher le be' x Strperioy” of” Etuial, ad 


-Phicidts, &c. 
Biſkops: {& Biſhopy'By 1 their Mertopoſtrarts, dh 
iv ay yt mh ep , 


,ohvif Phitnare, intthiey by 
who hey reccive'the Piſfforal Staff Birr te Coral 
ellicowivile; whort! tits Otcuttienicat Biftioþ wt 


wtive hisO ;- and'whertjer rhofe wii ordait the 
Pope: are Hig! Wheriors.” Salt Sig as x AP along 


tranſcribes it, but is pretty Cant for a pts tr 


\ rhorvfors.hie 60ffit' to tive proved,” ric mohebie + Spe. | 
cir can fave” ty tv'confer Orders; WEIR his 
- mult: find: eSaperivrts this Phpe; t6 Ae hier | his Ode: 
tmuaiexE Power. The Catholick cath has always owit- 
ed tte Power of Otdet' tobe in Britops; * who ave the- 
higheſt Otter of the Church; nd fitve' 4" plehitude of 
Ecolifraſfiddl Power, which is'the reatorr why” Pregbyters 
cannot-ordaity withont thelr Biſhop; beedtfe they are.not 
compleat Paſtors;- bur 2& in fibordinariorr to, and. de- 
pendates os their Biſhops, arttherefore Hive rot ſich a 
marr Power” inthemfetves, 4s ro cortriunleate ir to 
rs. * & 
4. Tir tlie next place br argury Ak Hhe'thizf nds of Side bgre P: 74s 
breed Paſtors tw the Chavch, viz.” That there. may be an: 183. 
eats 4 thatrtrs bf CT i y Loft 
dns Wration be reore Cley 
Rents Bs ftical Cauſos; 2, Wee 
<—_ and ey a+ Af Arbe Ceremonies. LS 
amd Ceremotiies'belong' to rpc head of Argurnejtts, 
where his Author'phaced'thern;, bur” rhis: THMEriber his: 
nor” Judgment'chough'to'write after His' Copy, but will 
ſorerimes ventate/ro-alter; th. witholit Tents; * Bur* 
there are'as many choice paſſages inbis ptrfuir of this Ar-. 
gument, as one could wiſh, _ would make one fuſe - 


peQ, . 


ream Judge to uy \ppeals and.for the lnfallbiiey 
ch a Judge : , But there is nothing more required to 
wwer this were, bu, ro gives lin ae of thi 
e of Appeal... We mult diſtinguiſh theq;berween Ec- 
As for Eccleſiaſtical Cauſes, nothing is a pure Ecelefi- 
aſtical,Ca 5 her oograrehs. ommunion of the 
a yiay nov; ſome NE ures,which.confines this > 
to Faith or Manners: But as for other cauſes,which are 
called Eccleſiaſtical becgule:; they | concern Eccleſiaſtical 
Things or Perſons, ! ſuch as therepairsof Churches, advow- 
lince Fl Liv nes,Glebe,Oblations; &c, they are ra- 
ther of a Civ than Eccleſiaſtical Ci , thd Biſhops 
ard Eccleſiaſtical BE by the Srv Powers 
with the determination of them z and-in ſuch Matters 
as theſe, it is tic, an may be-Avees Appeals, ” wn do 
ers.; . but it is fitalſo; that 
tick Rana be-bounded they other Civil Ap- 
. peals are, within the Kingdom or. Territory,” where the 
cauſe ariſes; farto carry. luch. Appeals out of the King=- 
dom, is as great an. injury to the Authority of the Prince, 
as to.the Liberties of. the Subjedt. . A SMEFAG Prince has. 
all evil Power-agd. Juriſdiion,. and: to ſuffer Appeals to- 
Foreig Biſhops or Princes,:.is-to.ow a. Superior in (his- 
own Dominions; and therefore. ia ſuch matters as theſe, 
no Fry oo can lie toan Oecumenick Biſhop. - - 
cauſes purely Eccleſiaſtical,: the Biſhopbeing $u-- 
pream in, liis own Diocels,.t ere can be no.original Right 
of Appeal trom him, for there, is.no Appeal from the $u- 
. Preme : he has a free power in the Government- of his: 
| own 
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t, as 'notwi this, it is very” 
pn yr in ſome degree'netefiary, thar neighbour” 
Biſhops ſhould unite into-an Eccleſiaſtical Body for the' 
maintainance of Catholick Communion, and the Hons 
of Diſcipline,. as T have already-ſhewn; ſo the very 'na- 
ture of ſach- combinations admits and requires Appeals, 
that if any Presbyter or private Chriſtian be too ſevere- 
7 Jy y/ his Biſhop, or without juſt cauſe, he may 

d relief from the Synod or Primate, or in whomſoeveF 
the;power-of receiving Appeals is placed : for Biſhops are 
men, 'and liable to humane Paſſions and frailties, and it- 
would be impoſſible to maintain the Anthority of Church: 
cenſures, without ſuch Appeals. | For though there be no 

right of Appeals from the Sentenee-of one Bi- 
ſhop to. another, ; yet. every. Biſhop has-authority to're- 
ccive--whom he ju es fit, Iinto-the Communion of: his 
own Qherch 3 'and-f 


4% 


Judge in No ownChured pothe was itt kis But how 
contemptible would Eccleſiaſtical: Cenfures be, if they 
reached no farther than fingle Dioceſſes; and what dif- 
ſenfions; would this create among Biſhops, ſhould one re- 
ceive thoſe into Communion, whom the' other had: caft 
out.2-- Which. makes it highly expedient; that neighbour 
Biſhops ſhould be made, not the Judges of their fellow 
Biſhops, gr their ations, asit-is. in-fuperiour Courts, which 
have a dire& Authority over. tlie inferiour, but Jiaightes 
and Arbitrators of ſuch: differences as may*happen be- 
tween the Biſhop and his: Cong -or People; whieh will 


PIC» 


kicb X conbagcns of wk have 5giver an'zceount a- 
alo:muſtberconfined tothe Ecele-- 


 Thus'we @ there is noi nevdofinn OctumeniealiP6- 
ſtor. t0 receive Appealsomutivloſgot "ar Iffellible<) 
for this purpoſes;iand thus] ſsthivA 
vere it-poſkble-to' paſifit over-without: odlerring tome 

liar ſtrains-of -Reaſonrand Rhevoricbin'it,'  Asfor 

> That Appeals cure to no:entyn if there b6 not ſame 
rews-Catholic Pater tourriovat, in whaſe derermimats- 
00-406-200, :Gounab-to et down and refÞſatiffed: As if there 
could be:no laſt 'Appeabbuttoa Catholick Paſtor, or-niv 
nian-were bougd to-reſb ſatisficd ingny'other laſt Appeat; 
But i pereeive-the ſaticfaftion hermeans;'- is the fatisfat® 
on of haginggur Cauſedctemmibediby an latatiible Judge; 
vlangoatfer —— rr Feſt time wiſts 
9148 c] niuſltieax 15:10 ependent Orige 
gal, ever made-thePopeanil Tndatkible Jadgenovnayr 
rnatters of Faith,-butofall: Ganſcs/whinkiuee broughtde: 
ny "Bar why maycnot heat ppeakbormde 

008: : May-notthedafti;A made tonnyone 

ſe as well az-te-the:Cathalick Paſtor z© Nv: yajons 

E- the wbole-Cathotick Church may be bad in the Principinen 
E; —_—_— but no- other: Nariowad, (Provincialj-or:Dioeeſtit 
b  Paffor-haverbemind of thewhile Carbvlick Chinels: Whiett 
Ican«meke nothing more:ofj_bari than thetming? oPthe 
oy Catho- 


| trliefEcalefiaſti 
NT conan within; fockeiheaadndeef | 


Cypr, Tp. $5. Gouke ſhould betheard-thene where'thd Ojimoxwas com: | 
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1 gee. rar 


- Paſtor; \bceauſejh 
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peaks Ne Calick Me 
is theF/ehdjand:iÞnaivilh know @orans mind wemeult refer 
tdtbe\fdehd;. noteta'd 5; :ebere ,y0n can; ongly 
drmb thicker GeotocbdeodhBaruia we have tad; c- 
pri 4 from our Profeflant Þ telates.c- 4: Dioet/ans Fxo- 
A Ty Ro buit: the Eharthes, — and ef 
HP ans :<: Aras ar Legs: » 4 JE 
ſccoonn haofeg buy if: you wilt underſtand 
: :fefort; £0 26ba Bud) 
' ſpeaking 3 in the ad, to the kicking Heels. :: Fhig: 1s 
 ademonſtration;) befides thaceInintegarofiege gures, 
« and}; the alegancies afrexpraidion $o fet-itz of, 

 »Welbathe:laſt.Apprali:then-muſl lie-to.the Gatholick 
edna rn -Fhole Chugch, 
;-\hexeasMezropolitans MnaPri- 


rar , | - 
uthe Ears! whichyetc[tbiok, is a vyory'-it 


thewgh / Vorrfews \BadpleMove "£0c} 
oWay21For tos 
: wermay: undarftent.cheurmind ofiithe Chuck. for 


then we cannot Err. But is this Headthen' Tofallible 2 
Yes. moſt certainly 1 for che-pretrifiens.wade by the Ca- 
' tholick Paſtor ta dnfailibility,: are founded: on the: ? rinciples 
18 Her: anc Hipiſcopat + Church 
{ſet ordination of .Raflexs woethin 66. ſelf ). without 
16 Garbotick Head, ny angry without a _ "Which is 
8 pretty: firange+ fort. of :Creature. '; Da:all. our dppeals 
from: Pafter.to Paſtor;:froty Charch to.Charch,\in any.Cauſes 
+ 07:Contravenfiary\ if \me dovnot +ftillome-to. acleſs- FT 
>Gharchy and atVaft:artrve at the. maſk Infallible,: comprehon- 
warfare TiOilees his labor, —_— 
- OP 


| do woppeil from one 
:Falli o another; 'unlels we can at 'laſt lodpe 
_. our final-Appeal in an Sk Cinch 3 So - that the 
: reaſon why we muſt- _—_— to the Catholick'Paſtor, is 
.*that-our-Canſe 'may be by an-Infallible. Judge, 
- who tas\the mind of the ole Oh: "and: the-proof 
of the Infallibility of this Catholick Paſtor is, that to him 
muſt be:made” ho laſt Appeals, which were «to no-pur- 
if he were not-che- moſt Infallible. Thus Infalkbi- 
4 ves the neceſlity of ; .and Appeals: prove 
the ages lnfallibility 5 Wrork yood turn requifes 
*ano \ Ph C 
> :Bat \Qll- me-thinks. there is n little difimicy; why 
there ſhould| be any Appeals at all to-a Fallible Judge 
Why ſhould notall Canfes in the firſt inſtance; be bro 
' before = Rn : Why muſt-we take 
- round by Biſhops, Provincials, Mctropolitans, -Binizres, 
before 'we come:to the Catholick Paſtor x where. 
.caty be no ſatisfaRion till we come to the infallible J 
. and have the mind of the whole Church/from him? : 
:-as'our Authorobſerves, Cai Sexe, domen Appeal "aber 
: Fallible Creatute'to another ? If the right of Appeals'be 
grounded on lafallibility, Way muſt IPRT to: thoſe 
Sho are Falliblez 
Tofalve- this,” which is 4 real difficulty ; our Author 
; would infinuate-{ for he is afraid downright to owh ſuch 
-an Abſardity)that there are Degrees-of Infaliihiliry 
a#dmitted we ff ariſe to the. bighe#, but why. 'not.go to 
the higheſt at eos bur-rife. by. Degrees 2 If 11:be graxted 
hat a alltble than a Pariſh Prieft, and an 
Freya pe " fall e than a Biſhop, and a' Rrimatethan 
# mwayexpet? the:CatbolickPufter 
Xo: be ſof 16; petri geobveg lamenable 
| owns i this for Infallibility!. and what: — 


© abfolare Tnfallibility has no 
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: Wlibility is that, which is' only being leſs fallible, than 
fome falhble Creatures? © | 


Bur the pleaſanteft conceit is, that mens Inſallibility 


encreaſes with their ſeveral Orders, 'arid Degrees in the 


Church, that a Biſhop i is 1cfs fallible, and therefore more 
infallible than a'Prieſt, and an-Arehbiſhop than a Bi 


ſhop , &c- "Now 1 ſirppoſe he will t, that Tnfal- 
- libility does not refult from- mens rlonal Abilities, but 
15 a ſupernatural Gift, and that” never gives any 


thing lefs, in ſach a ſapernatural way, than abſolute Tn-- 


- falhbility : And therefore, whatever Infallibility men can 


challenge, by vertue of a Promiſe, muſt be abſolute, and 
degrees: If then the Infallibi- 
lity of the Catholick-Paſtor be founded on «divine Pro- 


- - miſe, it has norelition atall to'the ſeveral'degrees of Fal- 
 'Uibility in” other Church Officers; unle6 he can ſhow, 
- - where Chrift has promiſed ſeveral 
to theſeveral'Orders and Degrees of Eccleſiaſtical Mini- 
'- ters, *and then indeed we may conclude, that he has-be- 
-- owed the moſt perfe&t-Infallibility- uporr the- Gathiolick - 
-\Paſtor;- if it be firſt proved, -that he has inſtitured ſuch a - 
©” Catholick Paſtor. "Bur it is evident, that to be (more or 
" Jefs fallible, depends upon mens perſonal Abilities, Learn- 

- ing, Wiſdom, Honeſty, and therefore- it is- a ridiculous 
*_ thing to fay; that! every Biſhop muſt be leſs fallible than - 
' a Presb ter, andan Archbiſhop leſs falible than a Biſhop, 

"and a than -he;' unkeſs you” can' prove, tha all 


of Infallibility, 


Biſhops muſt be wiſer, honeſter, and more learned'men, 
then Presbyrers, .and Archbiſhops thanBiſhops,and Popes + 


_- -than- Archbiſhops and- Primates : Which 1 believe + a - 


hazd Task, and'yet our wife Author at{aft reſolves 


*\ rhe Popes/Infallibility into this belief-, for 5r' & nor - 28% be * 
"Joh Ee the Catholith Church would commit the reaveſt 


_"—_ a Perſon of the leaff Tudgment-and-Vnier, _ 


Res hy "_ A Vl of 


"emp do any 2 Unds pbtonp 
t be careful in. 
- that-Cardinals,. who 


tions, or in wh 


Yer 9 fr ade F; 

Tales lament, - onderr 
dk air Napes it tot wi en. In 
. Werld,; and therefore if.-their be, ep 
heir Wifdom und , they-cannor. thi 
fallible neither,-and F-fa ſpe our . Author has no great 
elaim'to Infallibility- himſelf, who. at this time of: day, 
when. the- Stories of: Popes are -{o.-well. known,” ſhould 
+, found Iofallibility, upon the Wiſdom, . Holineſs, and. Ju- 
Nice, of Popes. 

-By-this one: would-gueſs, that he.makes no great. mat- 
ter. of the Popes Infallibiliey.rtme he heGand ourt.ſuch a 
fallible - Foundation for it.- -He: ſays, that the 'Oecumenic 
' Raſter. in bis {man Capacity may- miſtake. and Errg and ſo 
\- hid Sr: Peter, but not fundamentally; -yet as,Supream Ziead 
ow his Cuabalich- Gapacity fquatenus OE EER, 
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| bath-a kind of InfalliBility 3. 


binwrby-yho.Cathalick Church; ta __ F (erat 
Determination in-all Cauſes and Controverſiesr, 10:06: a Ne: 
plaz.ultra /#'all Appeals aud, 6 the:Churehs Sg: 
that.in.the.firſk eva 5:notinfallible in his bumen Cas. 
pagitN,) and Yet be donde hblakllibliey-0n his\Widdoms.. 
Halinels;and-Juſtices: which ara hupap end. perſeoel Per--. 
fations,- Inhis: mma aygry wy 1 
Infollible.gn the Chairg. bat yes: it.4s:bute.; 
Loli Ye. Which, is-none at:ell; Thea hin tagltbikey: 
isng av;Infa{libilieyingudgings: but.s 7 parry : 
finghDatermination: whether-tt be gight,or, wrongs and; 
any Man-might:have:this:Power;: ap Iwell.as:the- Popes 
cſpocally fine he is-nat entruſied; with this: Power rby-; 


| Barrage t bythe :CatholzabrChunch ;. that Js tagy only- 
by. the 


arch of Rome, far;-nq otiage: .cntſulls; 
hug withits aod thucbbquitsali Dixing Claims todngl- 
libility's and the Pepe: is; ng. more:lalgllible; thagothey 
Churela ca make; him; by.coteubing-hint-with ga final ) 
deeiftpnatCantroverſiies, .atelAdventures:. - 
fam-btadds,.Ht.am nerbenud tabeliave bisf ul 
Myr rr bubereto ſukſonbate ita as the laſh). / F*rar 
we cau have wayarther; aud Pigher AppeatonBiirthe Thes: 
iS, WC muſt-ſabGribace.i its hn we beliave.ittrue or 


nag whaghis an admirable ſor@otlofellibility,, Thus he.) 


fate, Englhih.Cergy Subſcribe: ther; 9 dntaalor notit bat. « 
they believers them (as rar they commaniy-ſay) tehe trueuand.: 
but betauſe they he the laſt Refoluttionsofer the - 
Church of: Eogland, in-thaſe Points: they fit danwe/atiifed. 
a ko ibe. them; as Inſtrumenta:pacis:% unitatis,, Sut-: 
| Maxime emcolumenti;. by>which what he-means,. 
cannpt. Gale, butamvery.much. of, his:Mands tb4r «; _ , 
cieſantgrewe: (were: there --n«: other. rogfan - of: Subs 
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ro is « Scandal'on the ſhe Cond Tre, Br | 

blcribe to the Truth of the-Dofrines, and” for __— 
part F would not ſubſcribe, did I not think them true ;- 
and this is falſe with reference to the Church'of Rowe, - | 
which Anathematizes all Perſons who-do not-own, and 
acknowledge, and believe, all the Articles of the Coup . 
cil of Trent > However Infallibility is.at'a'low ebbin the - 
Church of- Rome, when they can exaQ' Submiſſions and 
Subſcriptions onely upon Proteſtant Principles, who pre- | 
tend to no Infallibility at all: Thave examined this Ar- 
gument a little moreat large, to\make him ſenſible how - 
dangerous a thing it is to write after an Independent Co- - 
py : for had any man intended to have burleſqued Infalli- - 
bility, -(as poſſibly. his Author, from whom he Tranſ-* 
cribes, did) he could. not have done it more effcually, 
than.by fuch Principles as thee. - 
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p85. &, venth;:for he has dropt one' from the Nature of the - | an 
Church, which he made an IntroduQion of,” and :thereit- B Pa! 
has been conſidered): 1s, mou this ron 7 Hed. ' are 
ſeparable from an Eeelejuftic 0p of Jubordi- 
nate Paſtors aud Churches, / ay eres abundantly evia ed 
from theſe following enumerated Church neceſſities; ©* i 


The neceſſity, 1. Of a C atholick judgment of Gd " | 
Of a Catholick interpretation of Scriptures. g's Ao @ Ca 


tbolick determination of Ceremonies, for order 

4» For a Catholick compoſure of Forms of Prayer. p 

a Catholick-Canonization of Saints. © 6."'A'C adel Call 

and Convention of Councils Oecamenic. Which- are Word 

for-Word the Argument of the Independent Author. - 1 
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dicially-proceeded'a , but by an Occumenic Paſtor ; 
which. I think is the fame with the firſt : for a National 
Sehifny toaſt bees Sehiſem from the Catholick Church, or 
norie ; . fines National Churches among'us, depend on no 
n Patriarchs. 3. Becauſe ſaperivur Churches are to 
e2he- Inferiour ; 2 has the Church hai as abſolute- 
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. ' I] Paſtor;\nior-C ' Jadge of 'Schilt; becauſe there . 
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. Chnrely which b it is impoſſible there ſhould be,” did'the 
:- I Church knowpf ſuch « Catholic Judge : For how could 
at there beuny ſuch diſpute about Schiſm, if there were ſuch, 
a Judge'i) If you ſay, that it is'the not owning ſuch a 
; which makes the Schiſms: That may be'true, but 
it is true alſo, that it-is a ſign the Chriſtian World, does 
not know-of any ſuch Ju 3 th if they did, they would | = 
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'* " wo Tod mage Worſhip. BEE: a 
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atfwered alt their -Prerenoeniof Fe Agree "= 

© men, between tlie:Churctr-of | Emyland,” 

 -F; tho Church of ' Rowe, concethin oneSupream 
Occimenical Paſtor; : what: remains. will-give me; no 

great uae and I-ſtall give: my: (elf, and my Readers 

Py PIs is about: the Min 

on ment-1s at: te: unto Yeem. p. 25. 
which all are required to” ſubmit, "which is prog les with PL 
that of Roman-C atholicks; and maintained by the ſame Ar. 

ws; that-is, concerning: the © Divine Inſtittition: of 
ſhopsandſubjet Precbyrers. :Now:this charge we own, +» 

. v4 wedo acknowledge the Divine Right of Epiſcapery, 

and thar-Presbyters by. the Inſtitution of: their Office ar 

_ to 'Biſhops; and 'if- =_ Roman-Catholicks ond 


this, 
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cau uk, fre oxen ou Ground renounce 


mn. he Nl oor ſuffer 
our to prove, t 


them. Thus he tells us,”. © * 


x. Touching the difference there is ! 'Þ a Biſhop and | 


a Presbyter, as a anengit the Papifts oe held, that they were 
% the ſame warn iffering only in degree, and they that 


ders ; among our Clergy (1 
ei _—_ , dat Ryo Prneſtanca lf 
oy Clergy) there were ſome, who tn King ; ned 


T2 3 d that Biſhops and Presbytery were of 


the ſame -</ th ut now it is carr their he 
diſtin Orders ; but what is this Tels ai bs þ. Gas the 


two Churches, that there are Nivines in each Church, 
whichdiffer about this Point ? If neither Church have de- 
termined this, then they agree onely in not determining 
ie; but iff werethe Currant Dodtrine in the Gy 
| Baſ, that Buhops and Prieſts are af the ſame Ofder,-4 
ir betheayowed Dodrine of the Church of that 
Biſhops are a diſtin& and ſuperior Order; then I think 
the two Churches do not agree about this Point.  . 
And our Author himſelf takes care' to prove, that we 
are not : For the Romanifts, he ſays, do not ſo much 
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a Presbyter, is ſe contrary to the Divine Law, that its iplo 
- facto, awll veid; and in prxfnance of this Dofrine, 
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fc Noda ol rg, who hr had .4 Precbyrer's 
Ordinatiat, even whilft ſhe is. ne batch + Pod! 
thus he has hunſelf conkuted moe" Sharma — of 
nicat of the two Charches ubour ebe Miniſtry, for'% 
greement about tlie Power of Orders, is fo concernitg a 
Point i» the Miniſtty, that there can be little agreemeric 
after it. Hop Srcogromemt rag we odours 2a | 
ciot differ in Order, bur oncly fin | 


8 0” : , d Juri 
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know. whatreaoa it'ts for whichthey Null the Proteflant 
! ry ;- which; he ſays, sſo much leſs ſevere 


b I rc Rene teycrndetn the Myſtc 


Dorn 

Hy: [rap] cang how far. we are from agreeing 

with the Church of Rowe about Epiſcopal Power. -- * - »| 
The: plain Account of. which in-ſhort is-this : That 

they diſtinguiſhrheix Orders m.che Church of owe, witlt 

relatiog'to the Sacrament of the Euchariſt: 2 nd fince- the 


Dodrine of Tranſubſtantjstion/prevailed; which is ſuch'a 

wonderful: Myſtery, fors Prieſt to Tranſubſtantiateithe 

Elements intothe Natural Fleſh and Blood of Chriſk pehis 
Oe of; aka ;n-therQhiri 
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thority no a never 
eng Mnoonas rnd rc-rpeg ory add there- 
foreas fhrthe Diſpute 
. matter of fa is (which thoſe learned men, whom he a(- 
faults, Idoubt not, are able to defend, were thee a juſt 
occaſion for it) is gto our purpoſe: If it were as 

iti an ' encroachment upon the Epi 


of Authoriry, od yoadin i fell, - 
We S_——_ A — open ſuch 


Authority he Pope, to delegate the Epiſcopal Power 
'to meer” , do'not, I ſuppoſe, mines [2 
pin wh One nine 

'2. Much atthe fame rate we « 


ference between « Bi _— Wt Jed g 
Hate divine Right : conſtantly affirrh, 
he Inf Sion of Eptopaey i by immediate divine 
Right, bet is this the currane Do@rine in the Ctratctt of 
Rome : That he knew was falſe, and therefore had no 
ſooner ſaid it, but he unfaysit again: For fays he, © It's 
«true, that thoſe, who are for the divine Right of the 
« Supream Juriſdittion of the Pope, over the wv 
«tholick Church viſible; do hold the divine fo be 
« but mediate (mediante P, tar he Follower th 

* Councils of Conſtance and B« are againſt the Supream 


. Agdit's notorious from 
| it of Trent, that the Freach, 
« Spaniſh, and' many otter or Raman Catholicks fuck fo 


aboue the Abbot of Z2y, what the 
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Some Proteſlant Principles, &c. 
« their immediate Divine Right too, and the great 
« reaſon, why oppoſition was made -in -the Court of 
« Rome , againſt the -immediate divine Right- of - Bi» 
« ſhops, was an Opinion that the Supremacy of the 
« Pope could not be ſecured on the granting it. - But Dr. 
« Sherlock has found out a Notion, -which will be of great 


3 


. «yſe to them; for the divine Right of « Primacy is a 


« great ſtep to the Supremacy ; and this the Do@ordoth: 

« eſtabliſh conſiſtently enough with the divine Right of 
As for my own Nation, I have ſafficiently vindicated 

a ono + Ho doing any Setvice: to'the Pope's' Su- 
| fa 


pray; no occaſion to add any —_— 

: ButI wonder he ſhould pitehupon this inſtance of * 
the divine right of Epiſcopacy, to ſhow the Agreement 
between the two Churches, when he himſelf is forced to- 
acknowledge, what fierce Debates: there were-ia the 
Council of Trext about this matter : He faysindeed, and: 
that very truly, that the French and Spaniſh —_— ift- 
the Council, did diſpute very vehemently for the-divine 


* Infftitutionof Epiſc , andhe knows what a prevail- 


ing oppoſition was made againſt it : The Pope ſent ex-- 
hy pp to the Legior this whatever they did, they: 
Mould not ſuffer that topaſs ; Laywez: the Jeſuit was ap- 
pointed by the Legates, and Papalivs, to make an elabe- 
rate EeQture againſt ir. Wherein he afſerts, that Chriſt 


buile 'bis Church upon Peter, whoſe Name ſignifies 'a 2 __ 


Stone in the Pfebrew and Syriack; and therefore accord- c 


ing to the moſt Catholick expoſition, Pererfimelf is yin 7.7: 


thatRock, whereon Chriſt built his Church, that- the 
Keys of the Kingdom of Heaven, were' given-to'' Peter- 
only, and by conſequence, Power to bring in,and'to ſhut 
out; which is Juri{diftion: So that the whole JuriſdiRionof 
the Church, is committed to Peter-only and his ——_ 
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And if the Biſhops had- received -any JuriſdiQion -from 
Ghrift, -it would be equal-in all ; and: no-difference bes - 


tweert-Patriarchs, Archbiſhops and Biſhops; neither could: 
the: Pope meddle with that Authority, to diminiſh, or 
take it all away, as he cannot do in the Power of Order, 
whieh. is from God. That to:make the Inſtitution.of Bi- 
- ſhaps;: de jare divine, takes away the Hierarchy, and in- 
troducesam Oligarchy,. or rather an Anarchy. That ac-- 
cording to-the Qrder Inſtitured by Chriſt, the Apoſtles 
were ordained Biſhops, not by Chriſt, but by St Peter, 
teceiving Jurildition'from hjm.only;-or if they wereor- 
dained-by Chriſt, Chriſt oaly prevented :St. Pecer's Qfs 
' "becauſe by the Pope's 'Law; they are made a Dignity 
Succeſſion in the Church. That Councils them» 
ſelves had no Authority but from the Pope; for if every 
particular. Biſhop 1n Couneil may Err, it. cannot be.deny- 
ed, that they may all Err together, and if; the, Authoris 
Pl of the Council, proceeded from the Authority of Bi 


ſhops, it could never be called General ; becauſe the 


number of the Aſſiſtants js always incomparably leſs than 
that of the Abſent. With. much more- to thns purpoſe, 
- which is all fall and home'to the point, which'as the Bi- 
Thopof Parw obſerved in his Cenſure of it, makes but qne 


Biſhop Inſtituted.by Chriſt, and the others. not to have 


iany. Authority but dependant from him, . whicly is as 
- .much as to ſay; that there.is bur one Biſhop, andthe q- 


_ © thers are his Vicars, to be. removed at his pleaſure. . 


Whatever-. Oppoſition was .made againſt this in the 
Council of rex, it could never prevail : The Popes Su- 

. premacy. was, advanced..in that Council to its greateſt 
- height ad glory, but the Divine Inſtitution of Epiſcopa- 
cy . was dropt, though the whole Council was fatisfieg , 
tine the DivineRjght of Supremacy ,and the Divine Inſti- 
, 0 tution 
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two Qpinions muſt Brthe nfe of the ncil and 
Church of Rowe » We wiſh with all our Hearts, the 
Church of Rome did _ 'with us inthe Divine Inſtitu- 
tion of Epiſcopacy was the Senſe of the.Primitive 
Church-;-but AMT: Parties in the Council-of Trent 


were very much miſtaken, the Supremacy of the Pope, 


as it is T . by that. Council, does utterly oz 
the ry titution & Biſhops, and ; wake 1m ofh 
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